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nEI.ATlVr,    To    THE 

cnAnais  or  cowazidice, 

3I,VDE     BY    THE    LATTER 

VGAINST  THE  KENTUCKY  TROOPS 

.IT  jYEFV  ORLEAJ^S. 


ro    THE    PRIXTERS    OF    THE    REROUTER. 

JS^atchez,  May  6,  IStr. 

I  HAVE  read  with  surprise  in  your  paper  of  the  25th  of  April  a 
letter  from  General  Jackson  of  the  1 1th  ult.  in  which  he  makes  use  of 
my  name  and  character,  in  a  way  (unprovoked  on  my  part)  and  alto- 
gether unwarranted  from  any  document  he  has  produced. — The  Gen- 
era! observes  rather  valiantly,  "we.'f/ter  General  Mairnor  any  other 
man,  ha:i  or  evrr  u-'dl  drag  from  me  a  falsehood:'' — I  assure  hiin  most 
sincerely,  I  had  no  wish  to  drag  from  "him  a  falsehood;  my  sole  object 
was  to  obtain  from  him  the  truth,  and  thus  relieve  my  countrymen  and 
fellow  soldiers  from  what  I  then  deemed  and  still  believe,  an  unmerit- 
ed reproach.— To  elfect  this  object,  I  referred  the  General  to  the  tes- 
timony of  respectable  officers  taken  before  the  court  of  enquiry,  which 
Avas  certainly  much  more  to  be  relied  on  than  the  hasty  report' of  Gen. 
Morgan  or  Com.  Patterson.  1  really  wish  the  General's  ardent  love 
of  truth  had  continued  with  him  until  he  had  written  a  few  sentences 
more.— AJ'ter  quoting  a  paragraph  from  the  History  of  the  War,  he 
writes:  "//ere  n-e  hnve  the  positive  declaration  of  the  author,  that  this 
forged  jmper,  was  forged*  by  Gen.  Adair,  and  it  remains  for  the  Gen- 
eral tnlet  the  world  know,  from  whence  he  obtained  i^" — I  may  well 
ask,  where  does  the  General  find  this  positive  declaration  of  the  author, 
that  I  have  committed  a  forgery?  I  have  not  read  this  History  of  the 
VV  ar,  but  there  is  certainly  no  such  declaration  contained  or  expressed 

w«!^'"'  i'  ""^ '["^  Y'°^<^  "»^J  by  General  JackjoD,  but  a  misprint,  which  was  corrected  in  the  lucceeiP 
nrg  iiuuilrer  of  the  Reporter.    Jacksou  asserted  that  ttie  paper  h»<l  beeu  furnished  Uy  Adair..  " 


in  the  paragraph  he  has  quoted — nor  do  I  believe  there  is  any  aliusion 
whatever  to  the  publication,  by  Maj.  Helm;  that  publication  had  it 
come  from  the  General  would  have  been  deemed  by  the  Historian  and 
all  others,  full,  explicit  and  satisfactory,  so  far  as  related  to  himself; 
and  not  a  dry  reluctant  sentence  of  justification.  It  was  not  therefore, 
1  presume,  to  this  publication  by  Maj.  Helm,  (which  was  not  published 
as  coming-  from  the  General  on  my  application^  but  to  the  General's 
short,  equivocal  answer  to  my  letter  in  New-Orleans,  that  the  Histo- 
rian alluded  in  this  offensive  paragraph. — [f  the  Historian  had  really 
been  deceived,  and  had  indeed  made  a  charge  so  highly  criminal  and  so 
important  against  me,  can  Gen.  Jackson  reconcile  it  to  the  duty  of  a 
good  citizen,  or  of  a  high  minded  soldier,  to  become  the  propagator  (in 
a  public  Newspaper)  of  a  calumny  so  unfounded,  when  he  had  Maj. 
Helm's  letter  before  him  acknowledging  himself  the  author? — The 
crime  of  forgery  is  justly  detested  by  all  honest  men  on  account  of 
the  pecuniary  losses  and  injury  that  may  arise  therefrom;  but  the  wil- 
ful, wicked,  malignant  propagator  of  slander  will  ever  be  equally  de- 
tested by  everyone  who  sets  a  just  value  on  character  or  the  peace  of 
society.  The  General  seems  determined  not  to  quit  this  forgery  (as 
he  terms  it)  until  he  has  tortured  it  in  every  way  his  imagination  could 
point  out,  most  likely  to  do  me  an  injury.  He  says,  "  Therefore  this 
forged  Dish,  dressed  in  the  true  Spanish  style^^  ^'e.  To  this  sentence 
I  must  call  his  particular  attention;  and  I  have  a  right  to  expect,  for 
his  own  sake,  if  not  for  mine,  that  he  will  explicitly  state  whether  this 
Sentence  was  intended  to  have  a  peculiar  allusion  to  myself,  or  v/as  a 
general  expi*ession  arising  out  of  his  own  knowledge  or  opinion  of 
Spanish  duplicity.  In  the  General's  letter  to  you  of  the  11th  of 
March,  he  thinks  it  "strange  and  unaccountable-,  that  the  400  Iven- 
tuckians  sent  over  the  river  with  Col.  Davis  were  not  armed,  as  Gen. 
Adair  acknowledges  the  receipt  of  between  400  and  500  guns  fro.n  a 
corps  of  exempts  in  the  city  on  the  same  day.^' — It  is  certainly  more 
strange  that  Gen.  Jackson  should  not  have  avoided  the  ridicule  attrib- 
utable to  such  an  ignorance  of  what  was  done  in  his  own  camp  at  that 
eventful  period,  when  by  turning  to  his  book  of  orders  (if  indeed  he 
has  any  such  book)  he  would  have  seen  that  those  men  were  directed  to 
be  sent  from  General  Thomas's  camp  unarmed  to  the  city  of  New-Or- 
leans, there  to  receive  arms  and  pass  the  river. — He  has  sent  you  a  re- 
port of  Gen.  Morgan,  made  on  the  8th  of  January,  stating  his  (Mor- 
gan's) force  at  16U0  men;  here  again  he  seems  to  have  forgotten,  that 
considerable  reinforcements  were  sent  to  Gen.  Morgan  on  the  mor- 
ning of  the  8th  and  most  probably  included  in  that  report — A  detach- 
ment of  Kentuckians,  under  Major  Harrison  were  sent  from  the  lines, 
9f  from  4  to  500  men,  immediately  after  the  battle  ended,  and  I  un- 
derstood other  corps  of  the  Louisiana  militia  were  likewise  sent. 

I  have  long  since  been  of  opinion,  that  no  wise  or  prudent  General 
would  ever  fight  over  his  victories  a  second  time  on  paper;  perhaps  no 
instance  could  be  drawn  from  history,  where  this  rule  would  more* 
forcibly  apply  than  to  the  battle  of'the  Stbof  January  below  New- 
Orleans. 


I  will  not  at  this  time  follow  the  General  through  his  long  and  an- 
gry letter,  nor  is  it  necessary-  He  seems  however  unwilling  to  dis- 
miss the  Kentiickians,  without  etljpng  in  what  in  vulj^ar  phrase  mi^ht 
be  termed  a  side  wipe,  in  his  allusion  to  the  detachment  under  Major 
Hinds  on  the  night  of  the  2.5th  January — The  General  cannot  have 
fori^otten  the  conversation  that  took  place  between  him  and  myself 
the  next  day,  on  that  subject. — If  he  has,  I  will  again  assure  him,  that 
Maj.  Johnston  who  commanded  the  Kentuckians  on  that  detachinent, 
was  "xtremely  anxious,  that  a  strict  investigation  and  scrutiny  should  be 
had  into  fiis  conduct  and  that  of  his   men  in  that  unimportant  affair. 

My  whole  conduct  on  this  subject  was  prompted  only  l)y  a  sense  of 
duty  to  my  country  and  my  fellow  soldiers — My  letter  to  the  Gejieral 
and  to  Gov.  Shelby,  the  General's  answer  with  a  certified  copj'  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  court  of  enquiry  are  lodged  in  the  Secretary  of 
State's  office  in  Frankfort,  free  for  the  inspection  of  every  citizen.  I 
am  still  ready  to  justify  every  statement  I  have  made.  As  to  the  pub- 
lication by  Maj.  Helm,  I  never  saw  nor  heard  of  it,  until  I  found  it  in 
a  newspaper;  and  if  any  combination  existed  to  impose  on  the  world 
through  this  paper  it  must  have  been  between  Gen.  Jackson  and  Maj. 
Helm,  whospem  from  the  General's  shewing,  to  have  corresponded  on 
the  subject  at  the  time  of  its  publication.  From  the  strange  and  iin- 
looked  for  attack  made  by  the  General  on  me,  the  manner  and  irrita- 
bility with  which  he  has  pursued  it,  I  can  scarcely  hope  that  he  will  do 
me  justice  in  future. — I  will  assure  him,  whatever  his  course  may  be, 
that  he  will  never  find  me  for  a  moment  lose  sight  of  that  respect 
which  is  due  to  ray  country  or  myself. 

JOHN  ADAIR, 


GEN.  JACKSON  TO  GEN.  ADAIR. 

jyashvUle,  25rd  July,  I  Sir. 
Gen  .  John  Adair. 

SIR: — On  my  return  to  this  place  from  Hiwassee,  whither  my  du- 
ties called  me  nearly  two  months  since,  I  was  presented  with  the  Lex- 
ington Reporter,  containing  your  letter  addressed  from  Natchez  to  its 
editors,  dated  the  6th  May,  1817. 

The  surprise  you  profess  to  feel,  at  reading  my  letter  of  the  11th 
April,  cannot  be  real;  for  it  is  well  known  you  left  Kentucky  after  the 
28th  of  February,  when  the  publication  appeared  which  drew  from  me 
that  communication;  a  publication  which  contained  a  forgery  under 
the  sanction  of  my  name,  and  which  was  given  to  the  world,  for  the 
purpose  of  tarnishing  the  reputation  of  two  brave  officers  (Piatterson 
and  Morgan)  whose  conduct,  during  the  campaign  below  Nevv' -Orleans, 
merited  and  received  my  entire  approbation. — A  publication  contain- 
ing too,  an  extract  frotn  the  "History  of  the  late  war  in  the  western 
country,"  which  held  me  up  to  the  world,  as  having  been  dragooned 
by  you,  into  "a  dry,  reluctant  sentence  of  justification,"  toward  the 
fugitives  on  the  right  bank  of  the  Mississippi.  Your  having  seen  this 
previously  to.  your  leaving  Kentuckyj  with  a  knowledge  of  its  falsity. 


should  have  allayed  your  surprise;  while  a  just  magnanimity,  corres- 
ponding with  the  high  respect,  and  exalted  sense  of  my  v/ortn,  profess- 
ed to  be  felt  and  expressed  by  you  in  your  letter  to  CoK  Anderson, 
..from  the  Greenville  springs,  of  the  28th  August  I8l5,  should  have  in 
duced  you  to  have  given  so  base  a  production,  a  prompt  and  positive, 
contradiction  the  instant  it  appeared.  Having  omitted  to  do  this,  you 
had  no  right  to  calculate  on  my^  silence. — Nay  sir,  jom-  having  left  the 
country  v.'ithout  doing  it,  too  evidently  manifested  a  continuation  of 
that  deception  and  misrepresentation,  which  is  discoverable  in  your 
letter  tome  of  the  20th  of  March,  and  to  Gov.  Shelby  of  the  10th  of 
April,  1815. 

It  is  you,  General,  who  appear  to  write  to  the  editors  in  a  passion.' 
and  this  passion  does  not  arise  from  any  expression  of  mine,  but  from 
an  error  in  the  editors;  whether  it  be  accidental  or  design  is  for  you  and 
themselves  to  decide;  they  have  published  it  correctly  in  a  note  in  the 
same  paper,  and  corrected  it  in  a  subsequent  one; — It  is  a  subject  on 
which  I  feel  no  concern.  On  this,  as  on  similar  occasions,  wiieu  any 
become  irritated  with  me,  on  false  premises  or  information,  and  ^nake 
loud  complaints  through  public  prints  of  acts  never  done,  1  regard  it 
not:  such  passions  always  subside  without  injury. 

You  ask  through  the  Reporter  an  explanation  of  my  allusion  to  tlie 
"Spanish  Dish,"  It  will  not  be  given;  my  letter  speaks  for  itself.  It  is 
plain,  and  without  inuendo.  You  are  charged  by  the  HistoriaaAvitli 
having  furnislied  the  forgery  commented  on;  you  can  read  it  cooUyj 
and  draw  your  own  conclusions.     This  is  my  only  explanation. 

I  am  astonished  at  your  impudence,  to  speak  of  fighting  battles  over 
again.  You  well  know  sir,  that  your  misrepresentations  and  false- 
hoods, combined  with  those  of  your  colleague,  and  the  Editors  of  a 
newspaper,  have  been  disturbing  the  tranquillity  of  the  public  mind, 
by  endeavouring  to  cast  a  stigma  on  the  well  earned  fame  of  brave  and 
meritorious  officers;  and  seeking  to  convince  the  world,  that  men  vrcre 
heroes  who  ingloriously  fled  before  the  enemy. 

For  the  purpose  of  forestalling  public  opinion,  you  have  expressed 
a  fear  that  I  will  not  do  you  justice.  This  is  only  deception,  for  you 
know  me  better.  As  far  as  I  know  it,  you  shall  have  the  truth.  The 
evidence  will  be  your  verbal  and  written  reports;  your  acknowledge- 
ments; and  the  official  statements  and  certificates  of  correct  and  hon- 
orable men.  The  truth  shall  be  told.  Where  you  deserve  praise 
it  will  be  bestowed;  and  where  you  have  wilfully  and  knowingly 
misrepresented,  it  will  be  as  freely  commented  on,  and  yourself  ex- 
posed. 

Your  letter  to  me  of  the  20tb  of  March  1815,  must  have  been  writ- 
ten up^n  a  supposition  that  my  love  of  popular  applause  could  not 
withstand  the  desire  of  ingratiating  myself  with  those,  comparatively, 
few  Kentuckians  wlio  had  tarnished  their  reputation;  or  my  vanity, 
your  flattering  encomiums.  I  believe  I  may  say  that  1  have  always 
enjoyed  the  good  opinion  of  the  virtuous  and  brave  Kentuckian,  and 
I  hope  I  ever  shall.  In  my  answer  however,  you  found  your  mistake, 
and  met  M'ith  a  reply  that  negatived  your  overgrown  nunibers  on  the 


.•cit  bank;  wiiiK"  my  ^li-i'i-iid' icspcctinji;  (Iip  bon-owod  ;inns  on  tiic  Tth 
lioni  the  corps  of  t'\oi\ipls  was  siron^ly,  I'noiijj;!)  sil'.Miliy,  marked. 

I  iliil  suppose  (!i:i(  atYcr  lha(:  answer,  you  would  liavc  liad  n:ore  pru- 
dence than  to  have  tiiven  publicily  to  statements,  convinced  as  yon 
must  have  bceji,  thai  tlirrc  wcic  many  who  knew  tlieni  to  be  incorrect; 
particularly  thftsc  in  your  letter  to  Gov.  .SiielUy.  You  must  have  acf- 
ed  from  an  rpprelicnsion  that  1  would  eitlu^r  bo  kept  in  i^^norance  of, 
or  not  notice  tliem-^at  least,  you  considered  the  (nid  in  view  justified 
the  risk;  and  that  your  comin^^  forward  as  champion  would  insure  your 
popularity,  iind  seat  you  in  the  Governmental  chaii'  of  Kentucky  or 
the  Senate  of  t'le  United  States.  Your  letter  to  Col.  Andcison  of 
the  2Sth  of  Au2;ust  was  evidently  written  to  l)e  shownto  me,  bfdievinn; 
that  my  silence  would  be  tliereby  secured.  1  annex  it  here,  together 
Avith  one  from  Col.  Anderson  to  Major  Rcid,  my  aid -de-camp,  that  a 
tine  may  beaftbrded  by  which  to  develop  your  conduct.      (A) 

From  these  letters  it  appears  that  you  were  much  my  friend — that 
you  were  endeavouring  to  searcli  for  the  author  of  the  falsehood,  with 
the  i«n?!i/c'sf  design  of  having  every  thing  corrected,  that  no  blame 
slRHild  be  attached  to  me;  if  blame  were  any  where,  it  was  with  your- 
self and  Col.  Butler,  who  failed  to  report  to  n»e.  How  far  this  ac- 
cords with  your  letters  to  Governor  Shelby  and  the  editors  of  (he  Ile- 
poiter,  an  impartial  public  will  determine. 

.  t)ne  word  on  that  part  of  your  letter  to  Col.  Anderson  in  relation  itt 
the  comparative  numbers  detailed  for  duty  from  Geji.  Carroll's  divi- 
sion, and  the  Kentucky  det-achment  under  your  command.  Of  the; 
troops  immediately  on  the  lines,  one  half,  or  one  third,  as  occasion  seem- 
ed to  require,  were  night  and  day  under  arms.  '1  here  was  likewise, 
from  those,  a  detail  for  guard  and  fatigue.  Your  detachment  was  not 
on  the  lines,  and  with  their  guard  had  but  an  occasional  fatigue  duty 
to  perform: — justice  therefore  required  that  a  larger  detail,  in  propor- 
tion to  their  respective  aggregates,  should  be  made  from  your  detach- 
ment, than  from  those  on  the  lines,  'i'lie  order  was  given  according- 
ly, which  sufficiently  accounts  for  the  augmented  number  of  your 
detail. 

1  will  now  take  into  consideration  your  letter  to  Governor  Slielby, 
■with  such  parts  of  yours  to  me  o.s  may  relate  to  the  same  subject. — 
You  observe  in  your  letter  to  Gov.  She'tbv: — "General  Jackson  in  his 
answer  to  my  letter,  seems  still  to  think  our  numbers  on  the  east  bank, 
in  the  battle,  did  not  exceed  550  men,  and  this  opinion  is  founded  on 
our  morning  report  of  the  12th,  which  made  our  number  959." 

I  ask  sir,  in  what  part  of  my  answer  does  it  appear  that  my  opinion 
was  founded  alone  on  that  report?  It  was  founded  on  your  verbal  re- 
port, when  you  arrived  at  Head  Quarters  with  your  detachment,  your 
verbal  reports  until  the  battle  of  the  8th,  the  opinion  of  my  Adjutant 
General,  my  aid-de-camp,  Major  lleid.  General  Carroll,  Major  Dilla- 
hunty  and  upon  the  express  declaration  of  Major  Thomas  L.  Eutier, 
that  no  arms  were  procured  from  the  corps  of  exempts  until  after  t!ie 
battle  of  the  8th,  as  well  as  your  report  of  tlie  12ih,  which  shewed  that 
after  all  the  arms  brought  with   von,  those  taken  from  the  enemy,  and 


those  transferred  from  General  Carroll's  division,  j^our  whole  niunbcr 
OH  the  12th  amounted  to  but  959.     These  reasons  combined  with  many 
others  that  might  be  ad«led,  induced  me  to  state  to  vou  in  my  answer, 
'•thus  sir,  althous;h  the  Kentucky  forte   in  (he  action  of  that  dav  has 
been  stated  at  550,  I  am  induced  to  think,  from  the  best  means  I  had 
(if  judging,  that  it  was  even  less."   Was  this  seeming  U)  think?     Was 
this  resting  my  opinion  alone  on  that  report.''     But  sir,  that  report  a- 
lone  is  conclusive,  that  on  the  8th  you  had  not,  on  my  line,  more  than 
550.     In  your  letter  to  me  of  the  20th  of  March  you  say,  "Your  (my) 
report  is  strictly  true  so  far  as  it   related   to   the  arrival  of  the  Ken- 
tucky troops,  and  to  the  situation  on  your  lines  on  the  5th  and  6th  of 
January,  not  more  that  550  of  them  being  armed  until  the  evening  of 
the  7th."     Now  sir,  unless  you  can  make  itappear  that  on  the  evening 
of  the  7th  betv;een  6  and  700  of  the  Kentuckiaus  were  armed  by  you 
and  marched  to  my  lines,  it  follows  that  the  statement  in  your  letter  to 
Governor  Shelby,  where  you  say,  "1  am  even  well  assurecl  that  we  bad 
in  the  battle,  on  the  east  bank,  oiTicers  and  men  nearly  1200,"  must  ba 
incorrect.     You  have  never  dared  to  assert  tliat  you  reported  to  me  on 
the  evening  of  the  7th,  or  at  any  other  time,  until  the  troops  were  dis- 
banded, that  you  had  received  any  augmentation  of  force,  on  the  eve- 
ning of  the  7th;  and   surely  6  or  700  men   marching  into  my  camp 
would  liave  been  noticed,  and  spoken  of;  nay  more,  if  it  had  been  the 
fact,  and  that  too  on  the  eve  of  an  expected    battle,  you   being  with 
me  on  that  night,  would  have  eagerly  rep)rted  this  pleasing  intelligence, 
at  the  time  you  reported  the  march  of  the  400  Kentuckians  under  the 
command  of  Col.  Davis,  to  reinforce   Gen.  Morgan,  agreeably  to  my 
order.     Let  us  see  in  what  manner  you  account  for  this   augmentation 
in  your  command.     You  proceed  thus — "On  the  7th  I  received  from  a 
corps  of  exempts  in  the  city,  between  4  and  500  muskets  and  bayonets 
on  a  loan  for  three  days.     With  this  timely  supply  of  arms,  we  were 
enabled  to  bring  on  the  lines,  on  the  morning  of  the  8th,  fully  lOOO 
men."     Let  us  contrast  this  with  the  statement  of  my  aid-de-camp. 
Major  Thomas  L.  Butler,  a  correct  and  honorable  Kentuckian,  who, 
on  the  23d  of  December  1815,  was  left  in  command  of  the  city  of  New- 
Orleans,  and  the  corps  of  exempts,  amounting  to  between  three  hun- 
<!red  and  three  hundred  and  fifty  men,  in  whom  every  confidence  was 
placed,  having  at  stake  their  families  and  firesides.     He  states  posi- 
tively tliat  this  corps  reported  to  him  daily,  and  that  you  obtained   no 
anus  from  them,  until  after  the  battle  of  the  Bth  of  January,   with  his 
knowledge.     Thus  sir,  is  the  falsehood  of  your  statement  evident. — 
Was  it  thus,  sir,  that  your  misrepresentations  were  made  to  appease 
the  growing  irritation  of  the  Kentuckians,  as  you  have  expressed  your- 
self in  your  letter  to  Col.  Anderson. 

It  was  my  knowledge  of  this  fact,  that  (in  my  answer  to  your  letter) 
induced  me  to  pass  over  this  part  of  your  statement  with  silent  con- 
tempt. Previous!}-  to  this  sir,  I  had  confidence  in  you;  but  the  moment 
I  read  that  letter,  it  vanished.  It  was  my  belief  of  the  falsehood  of 
that  statement  that  induced  me  to  put  the  question  to  your  friends,  the 
Editors  of  the  Reporter,  "why,  if  you  Lad  obtained  those  arms  froi* 


New-Orleans,  you  did  not  place,  tlieni  in  the  hamls  of  Col.  Davis's  com- 
mand?" 1  now  repeat  tlie  (juestiun.  why  was  this  not  done/  And  why 
was  not  tlie  fact  of  your  havin;;  Ixirrowed  those  arms  reported  to  me? 
If  you  borrowed  Iheiri  from  tl>e  e>:enipt  corj>s,  to  whom  the  defence  of 
tiiecity  of  New-Orleans  was  entrusted,  without  my  kncnvli-d'^e,  or 
thatof  the  officer  coininandinj--,  it  will  Ixi  difficult  for  you  to  justify 
yourself  fur  this  omission.  Not  only  the  city,  but  the  whole  country 
iiiiinht  have  been  lost  by  so  unprecedented  and  unniilitary  an  act.  Af- 
ter the  battle  of  the  Bth,  the  city  bcinj;  thereby  placed  in  safety,  I  de- 
termined to  make  an  attempt  to  cut  oifthe  cuinmunication  of  the  ene- 
my with  their  sliippin,!^.  1  then  directed  Majt)r  Butler  to  procure  from 
the  corps  of  exeoipts  in  the  city,  their  arms,  &c.  and  to  place  them  in 
the  hands  of  General  Cortee's  brigade  and  the  Keiituckians: — This  he 
states  was  done — 100  being  delivered  to  Gen.  Coifee,  tiie  br.lance  a- 
bout  230,  was  delivered  toyour  command.  You  cannot  have  forgotten, 
sir,  my  sending  for,  and  consulting  with  you  and  Gen.  CuRee  on  thin 
subject.  When  I  asked  what  confidence  you  had  in  your  troops,  to 
aid  in  this  enterprise,  you  replied,  tiiat  your  command  v«  as  undiscip- 
lined and  insubordinate,  the  officers,  for  Vne  most  part,  inexperienced; 
that  they  would  fight  behind  their  breastworks,  but  that  no  confidence 
could  be  placed  in  them  if  brought  into  tl;^  open  plain,  and  ojiposed 
to  veteran  troops. 

To  return  to  your  letter  to  Gov.  Shelby;  you  state  that  "between  the 
morning  of  the  1st  and  12th  no  additional   stretigth  had  been    placed 
under  my  command;  three  or  four   companies  from   Gen.   Thomas's 
camp  had  been  armed  from  the  guns  taken,  and  placed  on  the  right  of 
our  line,  near  the  river,  as  1  understood,  to  reinforce  tliat  part  defend- 
ed by  the  regular  troops.      Bat   these  companies  were  not  under  my 
command,  nor  included  ici  ariy  mortiiag  report  from  mf."     Let  me 
ask  you  sir,  if  not  under  your  command,  under  whose  were  they?  by 
my  order  you  were  invested   with  the  command  of  all   the  Kentucky 
troops,  (Gen.. Thomas  being  sick,  and  untt  for  duty,)     All  orders  is- 
sued to  them,  went  through  }ou,  and  your  Adjutant  General's  office. — 
This,  sir,  is  another  wilful  misrepresentation.     Why  on  the  receipt  of 
my  letter  on  the  '^d  of  April  in  answer  to  yours  of  the  20th  of  March, 
did  you  not,  vvith  that  boldness  thattru(H;h  ahvays  inspires,  say  to  me 
(for  we  were  then  both  on  the  spot)  that  ycmr  numbers  were  greater  than 
I  had  admitted  in  my  answer;  that  the  troips  on  the  right  of  the  line 
were  not  either  reportt;d  by  you,  or  under  your   connnand;  that  I  had 
said  nothing  of  the   men  armed  with  those  secretlii  borrowed  muskets 
from  the  corps  of  exempts;  and  that  you  were  ready  to  prove  this  front 
the  reports  and  testimony  of  tiie  officers?     Why,  I  ask,  was  this  course 
not  pursued?     I  answer,  that  you  knew  you  were,  where  all  the  proofs 
were  at  hand,  and  where  your  false  statements  could,  in  a  moment,  be 
detected   and  refuted;  and  the  only  mode  left  to  obtain  your  popular 
views,  was  to  write  to  your  (irovernor;  calculating  that   the  misrepre- 
sentations which  your  letter  contained  would  never  be  exposed.     In 
this  you   have    been  mistaken  aud  the  report  of  your  Assistant  Adju- 
tant-General of  the  I3th  of  January,  blasts  your  chai'acter   as  a  jnau 
of  veracity  forever. 


The  report  of  the  13t!i  of  January  is  h\  your  own  hand  writitig.-— 
On  that  day  Col.  Davis,  with  his  delachmoiit,  rs-cronseil  the  river,  and 
is  included  in  your  report  of  the  13Ui  Jan.  whicli  is  hereunto  annexed. 
(E)  V/hat  say  you  now  .-:ir?  Were  those  men  not  under  your  com- 
mand, and  reported  by  yoa?  I  doubt  whether  your  frieuds,  the  Editors 
of  the  Reporter,  w  ill  be  able  to  Had  an  excuse  iur  you,  in  this  barefaced 
falsehood. 

Tliis  exposure  at  once  shows,  why  your  letter  to  Gov.  Shelby  was 
never  published,  in  fail,  before  it  appeared  intlie  Reporter  of  the  9A 
of  last  May;  (C)  and  also,  v.'hy  tiie  Etlitors  of  tiiat  paper,  published 
rny  answer  to  yoii,  in  the  tnutilated  manner  they  did. 

Itis  well  knowii  that  I  had  every  disposition  to  be  silent,  if  I  could 
have  reiTiained  so,  v/ithout  injustice  to  others.  I  had  every  thin^  pre- 
pared, for  a  full  exposure  of  those  wicked  falsehoods,  that  were  ag- 
itated, ostensibly,  by  tielms  in  1815,  when  his  letter  to  me  was  receiv- 
ed, and  when  your  letter  to  Col.  Anderson  was  shewn.  I  had  reason 
to  hope,  that  the  falsehoods  iiad  been  contradicted,  justice  done,  and 
the  unpleasant  scenes  forgotten  inthe  recollection  of  the  achievements 
of  meiitorioas  officers  and  soldiers.  1  was  then  silent:  but  finding; 
those  falsehoods  and  slanders  reiterated,  justice  towards  brave  and 
laeritorious  men  urged  me  forward.  But  to  proceed  sir,  you  say  in 
your  letter  to  Gov.  cjiielby,  "I  am  even  well  assured  that  we  had  iu  the 
battle,  on  the  east  bank,  officers  and  men,  nearly  1200;  for  a  number 
of  men,  when  the  order  was  issued  on  the  7th  to  deliver  the  arms  from 
the  13th  to  the  15th  Regiinent,  and  from  Major  Crenshaw's  battalion 
to  Major  Ilairison's,  did  not  obey  the  ordei*;  but  believina;  we  were  to 
be  attacked,  concaaied  their  arms,  and  volunteered  on  the  lines  with 
tlieir  friends:  these  mea\vere  not  reported."  What!  yo«r  men  not  o~- 
bey  your  orders.  General,  and  no  punishment  inflicted  upon  them?  A 
fisie  military  esaiivple  truly;  and  well  accounts  for  t'le  insubordiaatiou 
of  your  command.  And  liovv'  did  it  happen  sir,  that  tho^e  men  were 
not  reported,  when  you  knew  tl\e  fact.  I  must  confess  it  is  to  me  un- 
accountable, considering  tiiat  you  were  ordered,  on  the  5th  of  January 
to  detail  all  the  Kentuckians,  who  had  arms  fit  for  service,  and  all 
those  for  whom  arms  could  be  procured;  to  assume  the  command — 
march  theai  to  my  line  of  defence — encamp  them  in  the  rear  of  Gen. 
Carroll's  division,  and,  inthe  event  «f  an  alarm  or  attack,  to  cover  and 
support  him.  (D)  That  those  men  were  aruied,  and  tit  for  service  in 
the  tield,  should  wave  been  permitted  to  loiter  in  tlie  camp  of  General 
Thomas,  and  my  order  disobeyed;  and  this  within  your  knowledge,  af- 
ter you  had  reported  it  had  been  complied  with,  and  that  your  covering 
detachment  was  about  500  strong,  is,  indeed  strange.  Were  you  pre- 
paring, if  defeat  and  disaster  happened,  to  state  your  command  below 
its  real  strength,  but  if  victory  resulted,  to  swell  it  far  abovp?  And 
was  this  the  reason  why  we  could  get  no  written  report  from  you?— 
Your  conduct  throughout  w^ould  induce  this  opinion. 

Let  us  return  to  your  letter  to  Gov.  Shelby.  "I  have  obtained,*' 
you  say,  "from  Col.  Latour,  the  chief  Engineer,  a  draft  which  will 
sJiew  the  e.s;tent  of  our  line,  and  tko  space  occupied  by  each  coi-ps. — 
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Our  whole  line  Was  between  t8  amJ  1900  yards  long.  Tlic  rej^ulai* 
troops,  and  part  of  tlie  inilitia  from  Louisiana,  occupied  6i'»u  yardi*  on 
the  riglit,  Gen.  Carroll's  division,  1200  strone;,  occupied  H')0  yards  in 
the  centre,  and  Gen.  Coffee,  about  700  strong,  the  remainder  on  the 
left."  If  Col.  Latour  furnished  sucli  a  plan  of  my  line,  he  knew  it  to 
be  incorrect.  It  \tas  your  duty  to  know  the  lenj^th  of  Gen.  Carroll's 
line:  you  were  ordered  to  cover  and  support  him.  You  are  too  good  a 
judge  of  distance  to  mistake  350,  tlie  actual  space  occupied  by  Gen. 
Carroll's  command,  for  800.  But  this  falsehood  was  necessary,  to 
give  currency  to  another  which  you  had  in  viev/ — to  impose  on  the 
Moild  a  belief  of  Gen.  Carroll's  occupying  a  space  of  800  yards,  that 
you  might  assume  the  ground  you  have  taken,  when  you  say  "the  Ken- 
tucky (detachment  were  marched  to  the  breastwork  in  two  lines  in 
close  (uder,  occupying  the  rear  of  the  Tennessee  troops,  an  extent  of 
not  mure  than  400  yards,  with  their  centre  in  front  of  the  enemy's 
t:olunui."  This  was  to  enforce  the  idea  of  your  having  in  the  action 
1200  men,  as  400  yards,  at  close  order  in  two  lines,  gives  room  for 
1200.'  You  acknowledge  then,  that  you  did  not  occupy  more  than  half 
the  distance  that  Gea.  Carroll  did.  Lt.  Gadsden,  my  aid-de-camp, 
wnu  lately  measured  t!ie  line  by  my  orders  accompanied  by  Doctor 
Kerr,  llohpital  Surgeon  in  the  army,  and  who  was  on  the  line  during 
the  siege,  makes  its  whole  length  1536  3-3  yards — 572  2-3  yards  on 
the  right  of  the  line  was  occupied  by  Col.  Ross's  command;  his  aggre- 
gate about  1327  men;  350  yards  in  the  centre  were  occupied  by  Gen. 
Carroll,  with  1227  privates,  his  aggregate  1414.  The  residue  613 
yards  by  Gen.  Coffee's  brigade,  592  privates,  aggregate  804.  {his 
sir,  is  the  correct  length  of  my  line,  and  the  distance  occupied  by 
the  troops.  You  therefore,  from  your  own  admission,  only  occupied 
175  yards,  which  at  close  order  in  two  lines  would  give  about  525 
men,  and  this  1  always  believed  was  fully  the  amount  of  your  numbers 
on  the  line  in  the  battle  of  the  8th  January;  tiiough  to  do  you  ample 
justice,  they  were  given  in  my  olficiai  report  at  550. 

i  wall  now  present  you  with  Major  Dillahunty's  statement,  not  for 
your  information  but  for  the  public's.  You  well  know  the  facts  stated 
to  be  true.  "On  the  morning  of  the  8th,  the  Kentucky  detachment 
marched  in  line  to  the  works,  their  right  covering  Gen.  Carroll's  di- 
vision, their  left  extending  about  one  third  of  the  length  of  his  (Gen. 
Carroll's)  line.  They  remained  in  Uiat  situation  until  just  before  the 
action  commenced,  when  they  inclined  to  the  left  so  far,  that  their 
right  was  just  above  the  battery,  under  the  direction  of  Col.  Perry, 
leaving  about  25  or  30  men  scattered  along  between  the  battery  and 
the  right  of  the  Tennesseans,  a  distance  of  upwards  of  50  yards.  He 
is  convinced  that  their  numbers  did  not  exceed  450  or  500  at  most." 

I  will  now,  sir,  turn  my  attention  to  your  remarks  en  the  contiuct  of 
the  troops  on  the  west  bank  of  the  Mississippi.  1  nave  always  believed, 
and  so  stated  to  you  at  Orleans,  that  the  court  of  Enquiry  placed 
those  troops  on  ground,  at  least  as  high  as  they  deserved-  In  all  your 
communications  you  call  my  attention  to  the  evidence  betbre  t!ie  court 
yf  Enquiry.    That  evidence  was  carefully  examined.    From  the  good 


10 

private  character  of  Col.  Davis,  as  giyen  to  me  by  my  aid-de-camp, 
Major  Thomas  J ..  Butler,  I  was  gratified  that  the  court  acquitted  him 
ot  any  coaduct  deserving  censure.  There  are  many  men  of  good  pri- 
vate character,  who  are  not  qualified  to  command,  especially  raw  and 
undis.ciplined  troops,  such  as  yours  were.  But  however  I  might  be 
pleased  with  the  acquittal  of  Col.  Davis,  still  I  saw  falsehoods  in  the 
testimony,  and  which,  of  my  own  knowledge,  I  pronounce  such.  It' 
was  stated  in  the  evidence  and  reiterated  to  me  in  your  letter  of  the 
20th  oi'  March,  that  Col.  Davis's  detachment  after  having  retreated 
to  and  formed  on  Gen.  Morgan's  line,  received  the  attack  of  the  ene- 
my, and&red  (rom  three  to  seven  rounds.  You  know,  sir,  very  well, 
that  when  the  enemy  advanced  on  the  right  bank  of  the  river,  the  par- 
apet of  my  line  being  crowded  with  officers  and  soldiers,  I  ordered 
that  they  should  take  off  their  hats  and  give  our  troops  on  the  right 
bank  three  cheers.  Whilst  in  the  act  of  cheering,  I  saw  the  right  of 
Gen.  Morgan's  line  precipitately  give  way.  The  most  expert  and  well 
drilled  soldier  in  the  art  of  loading  and  firing,  could'^aiot  have  dis- 
charged his  piece  three  times  before  they  were  many  paces  retiring 
with  the  utmost  precipitation.  I  therefore  knew  the  statement  to  be 
false;  and  every  person  who  witnessed  this  distressing  scene  knew  it 
also.  I  have,  and  always  will  endeavour  to  reward  the  brave  with  my 
approbation;  but  no  influence  however  extensive,  no  irritation  howev- 
er strong  shall  ever  cause  me  to  deviate  from  what  I  believe  to  be  cor- 
rect, to  do  an  act  of  injustice  to  brave  men,  by  approbating  the  coward 
who  deserts  in  the  hour  of  danger.  If  such  conduct  towards  the  de- 
serving can  be  termed  "prejudice,"  I  glory  to  possess  it. 

To  present  a  correct  idea  of  diis  rout  and  the  confusion  which  ac- 
companied it,  I  hereto  annex,  marked  X.  Y.  Z.  the  account  given  by 
Capt.  Wilkins,  commanding  the  Natchez  volunteer  rifle  company, 
also  the  note  of  Nicholas  C.  Hall,  and  the  statement  of  Washington 
Jackson;  and  refer  you  to  Mr.  John  Metcalf,  living  at  Paris,  Kentucky. 
They  are  all  gentlemen  of  as  high  standing  for  probity  and  honour  as 
any  in  society,  all  members  of  that  corps.  Mr.  Metcalf  perhaps 
knows  many  of  the  deserters  and  can  speak  positively  on  that  subject. 

This  was  not  the  only  falsehood  that  appeared  in  the  evidence  given 
before  the  court  of  Enquiry.  It  was  stated  in  the  evidence  that  CoL 
Davis's  detachicent  amounted  to  only  200  men.  I  saw  this  also  rei- 
terated in  your  letter  of  the  20th  of  March.  1  saw  it  stated  on  Mor- 
gan's line  at  170.  No  report  or  evidence  to  support  this  ever  came 
before  me,  and  from  the  report  of  Gen.  Morgan,  but  one  man  of  Col. 
Davis's  command  was  wounded;  none  of  the  Kentuckians  were  taken 
prisoners  on  that  day,  as  I  ever  understood.  Col.  Davis's  report  (ver- 
bal) as  communicated  to  me  by  Gen.  Morgan,  made  his  strength, 
when  he  reached  him,  to  be  about  260.  His  own  official  report  on  the 
11th,  stated  them  at  271,  and  his  official  report  on  the  l^ith  at  544. — 
Taking  all  these  things  into  consideration,  I  could  not  but  believe  that 
*he  evidence  on  this  point  before  the  court,  was  incorrect.  You  know 
sir,  that  the  statements  of  hundreds  warranted  this  belief — and  you 
know  Capt.  Wilki;is's  company  was  composed  of  gentlemen  of  the 
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first  respecfabilH y ;  some  of  them  Kentuckians,  who  could  therefore 
scarcely  be  supposed  to  have  feelings  of  hostility  towards  those  troops. 
And  you  likewise  know,  that  I  haci  no  inclination  to  do  any  thinjr  but 
justice  to  all,  a5j;reeal)ly  to  the  evidence  of  truth  and  its  convictions 
on  my  mind.  You  had  no  reason  to  suppose  I  had  any  feelings  which 
could  prompt  me  to  do  injustice  to  any  portion  of  the  troops  under 
my  command.  You  ought  not  therefore  to  have  suffered  the  preju- 
dices of  the  Kentuckians  to  warp  your  judgment.  You  should  not 
have  permitted  the  tide  of  their  local  feelings  to  carry  you  beyond 
the  reapli  of  truth  and  justice.  You  ought  to  have  suffered  the  thing 
to  die,  particularly  as  you  knew,  and  have  so  expressed  yourself,  that 
if  there  was  blame  imputable  to  any,  it  could  not  possibly  attach  it- 
self to  me. 

A  few  more  remarks  on  your  letter  to  the  Editors  of  the  Reporter 
and  I  have  done.  You  say  that  I  am  unwilling  to  dismiss  the  Ken- 
tuckians without  a  "side  wipe,"  alluding  to  the  affair  under  Col. 
Hinds  on  the  Bayou  Bienvenue,  and  thus  proceed:  "The  General  can- 
not have  forgotten  the  conversation  that  took  place  between  him  and 
myself,  the  next  day  on  that  subject.  If  he  has,  I  will  again  assure 
him  that  Major  Johnson  who  commanded  the  Kentuckians  on  that  de- 
tachment, was  extremely  anxious  that  a  strict  investigation  and  scru- 
tiny, should  be  had  into  his  conduct,"  I  can  assure  you,  sir,  that  I 
have  not  forgotten  it,  and  there  are  others  also  who  remember  it ;  as 
well  as  the  conversation  with  Col.  Harrison,  your  inspector  General, 
who  admitted  that  the  report  which  Col.  Hinds  made  to  me  of  the 
flight  ofthe  Kentucky  detachment  at  the  firing  of  the  carronad^,  was 
true,  adding  that  the  troopers  had  set  the  example.  I  replied  it  was 
incorrect;  except  as  it  might  relate  to  two  or  three  of  them,  who,  as  I 
understood,  were  afterwards  expelled  from  the  corps.  But  I  can  as- 
sure you,  that  in  all  our  conversations  that  day,  Maj.  Johnson's  name 
was  not  mentioned,  as  is  recollected  by  myself  or  staff*;  nor  is  he  re- 
ported by  Col.  Hinds  as  commanding  that  detachment.  A  copy  of 
Col.  Hinds'  official  report  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Editors  of  the  Re- 
porter. They  requested  it,  and  my  Adjutant  General  sent  it  to  them 
by  mail.  It  is  really  unfortunate,  that  you  have  not  kept  abetter 
record  of  your  details  and  reports,  as  your  recollection  appears  to  be 
bad,  and  your  assertions  unfortunate. 

Having  been  unavoidably  drawn  before  the  public,  I  will  now  take  a 
final  leave  of  this  disagreeable  subject  by  remarking  that  a  good  cause- 
docs  not  require  that  sophistry  to  obtain  its  reward,  which  has  been 
resorted  to  by  yourself  and  the  Editors  of  tlie  Reporter.  Merit  will 
always  meet  its  due.    I  am,  sir,  yours  &c. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 

P.  S.  Having  understood  that  you  were  in  town  this  morning,  I  re- 
quested Doct.  Bronaugh  of  my  staff",  to  wait  on  you,  and  state  that  the 
foregoing  letter  was  preparing  and  that  it  was  my  wish  you  should 
remain  in  town  until  evening,  when  a  copy  would  be  furnished.  I 
learned  on  the  return  of  the  Doctor,  that  your  engagements  were  snch- 
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as  to  prevent  a  compliance;  I  regretted  this  tiie  more,  as  theivhole 
of  the  dociinients  upon  vvhicli  the  statements  are  founded  are  in  my 
office,  and  my  Adjutant  General's.  Your  not  having  remained  agree- 
ably to  my  wish  determined  tne  to  give  it  immediate  publicity.  Upon 
mature  reHection,  I  have  concluded  to  send  it  directly  to  yourself,  that 
you  may  have  time  before  the  publication,  to  adopt  such  measures  as 
you  may  deem  correct.  I  shall  awaij;  the  necessary  time  for  its  ac- 
knowledgment 


(A) 
Fxtruct  from  General  ^Idair^s  letter  to  Col.  Anderson. 

"Greenville  Springs,  Aug.  28,  1815 

"  Your  packet  by  Mr.  Norvell  has  just  come  to  hand.  Since  I  last  wrote 
you,  I  have  not  seen  or  heard  from  Mr.  S.  M'Kec.  He  has  not  jet  re- 
signed. I  lately  had  a  visit  from  a  very  intelligent  genllenrian  from  the 
North  East;  and  although  he  managed  somewhat  in  the  yankee  style,  I 
have  oodoubt  bis  object  was  t»  find  out  whether  General  Jackson  would  be 
supported  in  the  west,  if  brought  forward  as  a  candidate  for  the  Presidency. 
I  gave  it  as  my  opinion  that  he  would  be  supported  in  Louisiana  and  Ten- 
nessee, and  in  Kentucky,  by  a  little  exertion  he  would  get  all  tbe  votes 
bui  two  ;  and  that  I  was  not  certain  they  would  be  against  him.  (I  mean 
the  districts  represented  by  Mr.  Clay  and  Col.  Johnson)  He  assured  me 
there  was  a  strong  disposition  in  many  of  the  Norlheastern  states  to  run 
hioj,  if  they  could  be  assured  he  would  be  supported  in  the  West.  He  was 
ex'.remely  anxious  that  I  should  go  to  the  Federal  City  this  winter  as  a 
member  if  possible;  but  if  that  cannot  be,  he  wished  me  to  spend  the  month 
of  January  there  as  a  private  gentleman.  I  would  write  to  the  General  on 
the  subject,  but  am  induced  to  believe  (from  questions  that  have  been  ask- 
ed me  by  different  gentlemen  from  Tennessee)  that  the  General  has  from 
some  cause,  some  misrepresentation  of  my  conduct,  become  ofTended  with 
noe.  It  caopot  b«  on  account  of  my  letter  to  him  in  New-Orleans.  He 
well  knovV8,or  ought  to  have  known,  that  one  object  with  me  in  writing 
that  letter,  and  not  the  least,  was  to  put  it  in  his  power  to  do  away  at  once, 
a  strong  and  growing  irritation  amongst  the  Kentucky  troops,  occasioned 
solely  by  the  rRturn  of  his  ofScial  letter,  as  published  in  the  newspapers,  al- 
though that  letter  was  founded  on  the  best  authority  the  General  had  when 
he  wrote  it,  yet  certainly  when  he  was  in  possession  of  more  correct  in- 
formation, it  was  bis  duty  to  correct  any  errors  he  might  have  been  led  into 
from  the  oflBcial  report  of  others:  as  to  the  number  of  Kentucky  troops, 
who  fought  on  the  east  £ide  of  the  river,  I  have  not  adoubt  the  General  was 
not  well  informed.  This  was  not  bis  fault.  If  in  the  hurry  of  the  times, 
there  was  any  o  je  to  blame,  the  fault  would  seem  to  be  between  Col.  But- 
ler and  myself*.  If  the  Colonel  will  examine  his  orderly  book,  he  will  find 
the  detail  for  guard  on  the  8th.  9th,  10th,  &c.  was  from  my  command  71 
rank  and  file,  from  Gen.  Carroll's  92.  or  thereabouts.  I  now  write  from 
memory,  making  my  command  950  and  his  about  1200  fit  for  duty.  This  at 
prespot  is  of  littlfe  imf.ortance  ;  I  would  be  sorry,  however,  that  the  Gen- 
eral would  be  misled  by  the  idle  tales  of  others,  who  are,  most  probably, 
not  more  his  triends  than  mine." 

*See  Col,  Butler's  reply,  pp.  15,  16. 
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'■  SliotilJ  yoti  invc  an  opporlunily,  1  wi'bIi  yoii  conid  know  liis  RrnlimeDK 
f)n  thesiihjecl  of  berdininp  a  candidate  for  PresidenJ.  'J'hp  sooner  pcr- 
liaps  th<!  better.  I  am  afraid  !Mr.  Crawford  will  not  do — you  already  ko&w 
inj  senlifflente  od  ILis  eubjccl.'' 


Extract  qf  a  letter  from  Col.  Anderson  to  Major  Reid. 

'Harrossbukgh,  ifth  Oct.  1815. 

'■'Conformably  to  promise,  I  have  transmitted  (o  Gen.  Jackson  the  publi- 
cation made  at  the  instance  of  Major  Hfclm.  It  is  the  same  wbicb  wasepo* 
ken  of  in  Nashville,  and  of  whicii  he  was  totally  ifrnorant.  How  this  fellow. 
Helm  (who  by  the  hye  is  a  very  trifling- lying:  man)  will  he  able  to  account 
for  this  very  extraordinary  conduct,  no  one  can  tell.  He  furnished  the 
docnments  as  they  are. published .  to  the  editor  of  the  Palladium.  I  made 
strict  enquiry  of  him  to  this  point." 

"  General  Adair  tells  me  he  wrote  to  Gen.  Thomas  on  the  Etibjecf ,  and 
his  reply  was  that  he  knew  nothing  about  euch  publication  as  Major  Helm 
had  made;  so  Helm  cannot  shield  himself  under  his  authority." 


(B) 


A  Detachment  report  of  the  Kentucky  Militia,  under  the  commaDd  of 
Brigadier  General  Adair  commaQdiog. 


* 

r-< 

!sj 

P 

1    M 

tq 

P 

i?       ■- 

Jamoary   \Zlh  1815 

ri 

«... 
e 

Co 

0^' 

•3 

2. 

o 

f* 

s 

5" 

s 

S 

is 

1 

t  it  for  duty.     -     - 

I 

,    -i 

18 

19 

17 

80 

69 

1145            1 

Sick.     -          -     -     - 

I 

1 

4 

3 

5 

12 

15 

227 

On  Detachment.    - 

21 

Deserted.     -    -     - 

t> 

8 

On  Furlough.     -    - 

5 

2 

4 

22 

.22 

22 

92 

84 

1408 

1656 

Capt.  Peacock's  and  Capt.  Terrill's  companies  with  one  hundred  and 
six  men, including  officers  and  non-commissioned  officers,  stationed  on  the 
extreme  right  in  rear  of  the  batteries,. are  included  in  the  above  report. 


JOHN  G.  MEAUX,  A»s't.  A.  G. 


A  true  copy, 
ROBERT  BUTLER,  Adj't.  Gen, 

I 
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If  it  was  ever  published  before,  in  fiili,it  vras  not  seen  by  me. 

On  the  5th  of  January,  Gen.  Adair  received  66  stand,  which  was  the  only 
arms  furoisbed  him  until  after  the  battle  of  the  8th. 


(X) 


New-Orleans,  May  13,  1817. 


DEAR  SIR — r  have  the  bonoiir  of  rsceiving  your  letter  of  the  29lh  ult, 
which  had  been  transmitted  to  me  at  this  place. 

On  the  morning  of  the  8tb  of  January,  the  company  I  commanded  were 
ordered  to  the  right  bank  of  the  river,  to  reinforce  General  Morgan's  posi- 
tion, which  had  been  forced  by  the  enemy.  After  »ve  had  effected  a  landing 
rnd  during  our  progress  to  the  scene  of  action,  we  encountered  our  troops 
flying  in^squads  and  evidently  labouring  under  Ihegreatest  panic.  Wheth- 
er the  troops  were  a  part  of  the  Kentucky  Division  I  am  unable  to  speaK 
with  positiveness;  yet  I  amcertain  they  were  so  denounced  in  camp. 

After  I  had  reported  the  arrival  of  the  corps  to  Gen.  Morgan  and  while 
CTtertion  was  making  to  reorganize  tiie  army,  broken  and  dispirited  by  re- 
cent defeat,  I  heard  Col.  Davis  inform  Gen.  Morgan  that  his  command  were 
dispersed  and  that  he  was  not  able  to  muster  more  than  twenty  or  thirty 
taen  at  that  moment. 

During  our  march  to  j^in  Gen.  Morgan,  we  met  ofl5cers  riding  with  great 
speed,  in  pursuit  of  the  flying  soldiers,  and  striving  without  success,  to  rally 
and  bring  them  back  to  the  position  which  had  been  taken  up  by  General 
Morgan. 

I  should  regret  if  any  thing  I  may  here  have  stated  should  be  misconstrued 
into  an  opinion  derogatory  of  the  military  character  of  the  state  of  Ken- 
lucky.  1  have  always  considered  that  there  was  no  difference  in  militia 
when  commanded  by  officers  who  possess  the  difficult  talent  of  inspiring 
them  with  zeal  and  confidence. 

With  high  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

JAMES  C.  WILKINS,  Captain, 
Com'd'g  Natchez  rifle  company. 

Major  General  Jackson. 

(Y) 
•*  I  was  a  member  of  the  Natchez  Rifle  corps,  commanded  by  Captain  J. 
C  Wilkins,  and  was  a  witness  of  the  flight  of  our  troops  on  the  right  bank 
of  the  river,  on  the  morning  of  the  8Lh  Jnauary,  1815;  and  although  I  have 
no  personal  knowledge  that  they  were  of  the  Kentucky  line,  yet  it  wassc 
reported  and  believed  in  camp." 

(Signed)  NICHOLAS  C.   HALL. 

"  If  General  Jackson  should  want  any  information  respecting  the  Ken- 
tucky militia  on  the  west  side  of  the  Mississippi,  on  the  morning  of  IheStli 
f){  January  1815.  1  would  refer  him  to  the  following  gentlemen: 

M  JVatchez. 
JamcsC.  Wilkins,  then  captain  Natchez  volunteer  rifle  company. 
Anthony  Campbell,  then  l-ieiitenant  in  do. 
N.  C.    Hall,  merchant  in  N.  Orleans,  then  in  th.e  above  do.     , 
■George  Banks,  Natchez— fhen  in  said  company. 
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They  could  certify  of  meeting  the  Militia  in  squads,  on  the  furenooti  otV 
(he  8th,  running  olF  muslly  witiiunC  arnid,   airii  thut  after  getliug    to   Geo. 
Morgan's  lines,    vvliere   he  liad  retreated    to.  Col.   Davis   of  tiieKeudicky 
militia,  could  not  muster  more  than  from  twenty  lu  tliirty  men,  tt  t>eing  ttiea 
accessary  to  asceriaia  the  force  ou  the  ground. 

(Signed)  W.  JACKSON. 


AJjatant  GeneraVs  Office,  July  23,  1817. 

SIR — 1  have  seen  a  letter  of  General  Adair's  to  Coiooel  Anderson  bear- 
ing date  August  28th,  IS  15,  in  which  I  lind  the  foMowing  passage? "If,  io  the 
hurry  of  the  limes  tiiere  was  any  one  to  blame,  tbe  fault  would  seem  to  be 
beiweenCol.  Butler  and  myself.  If  the  Colonel  will  examine  his  ordeHj 
book,  he  will  find  the  detail  for  guard  on  the  8Ui,  9th,  10th  <k.c.  was  front 
my  coinmand  71  rank  and  file,  from  Gen.  Carroll's  92,  or  thereabouts.  I 
now  write  from  memory ,  making  my  command  950  and  his  about  1200  Ht 
for  duty." 

I  cannot  for  a  moment  admit  that  any  fault  is  attached  to  me  for  not  ob- 
taining the  written  reports  frocn  Gen.  Adair,  having  urged  him  on  that  sub- 
ject after  his  arrival  at  the  position  in  the  rear  of  the  line  of  del'ence,  eveu 
in  your  presence;  unless  it  was  in  failifig  to  perform  my  duty  in  not  re-itrg- 
ing  the  application  for  his  arresl,  for  neglect  of  duly;  but  sir,  from  the  na- 
ture of  the  foregoing  extract,  it  becomes  necessary  to  state,  that  from  one 
third  to  one  half  of  the  troops  actually  stationed  on  the  lines,  were  under 
your  instrucUons,  required  tp  be  kept  under  arms  during  the  night,  and  that 
details  we're  made,  governed  by  this  circumstance,  until  the  9th  day  of  Jan- 
uary, when  they  were  made  from  the  strength  of  corps:  having  ezamiued 
mi/ order  book,  I  here  give  you  the  details  contained  in  the  face  thereof, 
commencing  with  the  first  detail  from  the  command  of  General  Adair  tip 
to  the  12fh  of  January.  You  will  find  that  made  oo  the  9th  for  the  lOtti. 
to  have  taken  but  27  privates  from  Geo.  Adair's  command — owing  to  the 
four  hundred  men  which  were  detached  by  your  order  through  me  to  Gen. 
Adair  after  the  action  ou  the  8lh,  although  there  is  no  evidence  from  acj 
reports  made  on  the  west  bank,  of  its  having  reached  its  destination. 

The  General  has  expressed  some  doubt-  in  his  letter  of  date  6th  May, 
1C17,  to  the  Editors  of  the  lleporler,  whether  you  had  any  oider  books  at 
that  lime.  Should  the  General  wish  his  doubts  dispslled,  the  books  can  be 
seen  at  my  oiQce. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 
(Signed)  ROBERT  CUTLER,  Adj.  Gen. 

Majok  General  Akdre>7  Jackson. 

Mjutant  GeneraPs office — camp  neir  jVeiv-Orleans,  Tth  January,  1S12- 
Extract  from  the  detail  for  to-morrow. 

Caps.       Subs.       Sergls,  Corps.  Priv. 
Gen.  Carroll's  Division                               12                 2  55 

Geo.  Adair's  Command,  13  4  4  89 

Col.  Ross's  Command,  111  1  56 

Mjutant  General^s  office — camp  near  JVeiv-Orleans,  8th  Jan,  181 J 
Extract  of  the  detail  for  to  morrow. 

Capts.      Subs.       Sergis.       Corps.       Prtv. 
Gen.  Carroll's  Division,  112  2  54 

Gen.  Adair's  Command,  3  3  3  8B 

Ct»I.  Russ'a  Commaud,  112  2  5S 
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Adjutant  Generates  office — camp  near  jyew-Orleans,  Wi  Jan.  1815, 
Extract  of  (be  d»n;>il  for  to-'is-j  row, 

Capls       Subs.       Sergts.       Corps.       Priv.. 
Gen.  Thomas's  Division, 
G?n.  Carroll's  Division, 
Col.   Ross's   Command, 

Adjutant  Generals  office — camp  near  JSTew-Qrkans,  \Qth  Jan.  1815* 

Capts.      Subs.       Sergts.       Corps.      Priv, 
Gen.  Thomas's   Division,  12  2  2  40 

Gen.  Carroll's  Division,  .333  3  100       '• 

Col.   Rcrss's  Comoiand  15  5  5  90 

Adjutant  GeneraPs  office — camp  near  JK\w- Orleans,  llth  Jan.  1815. 
Extract  of  the    detail  for  iamrrrow. 

Capts.       Subs.       Sergts,       Corps.       Priv. 
Gen.  Thomas's  Division,  1  2  2  2  9 

Gen.  Carroll's  Division,  13  3  3  90 

Col.  Ross's  Command,  3  5  5  71 

Adjutant  Generates  office — camp  near  J^ew- Orleans,    12th  Jan.  1815. 
Extract  of  the   detail  for  to-morrow, 

Capts.       Subs. 
Gen.  Thomas's  Division,  2 

Gen.  Carroll's  Division,  1  3 

Col.  Ross's  Ciiniuoaiid,  1  3 

Tlie  foregoing  extracts  are  copied  from  the  original  details. 

ROBERT  BUTLER,   Adj.  Geo. 
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GESNEHAI.  ii.DiL2PJS  SSPIjir  to  auHSRAI.  JACH30H 

TO  THE   PUBLIC. 

I  have  purposely  delayed  answering  General  Jackson's  letter,  of  the 
23d  July  last,  in  hopes  of  receiving  from  tiie  city  of  Nev/ -Orleans,  a 
communication  on  the  subject  of  the  arms  obtained  from  the  exempts 
prior  to  tiie  battle  of  the  8th  of  January,  1815.  The  dreadful  malady 
that  has  prevailed  there  for  s'iuie  time  past,  has  prevented  this.  Be- 
lieving however,  that  1  have  sufficient  testimony  to  jusiify  every 
statement  I  have  made,  I  will  keep  my  countrymen  no  longer  in  sus- 
pense.—When  I  receive  the  additional  evidence  still  expected  from 
the  city,  1  vi^ill  lay  it  also  before  the  public. 

Gen  Jackson  thinks  my  surprise  at  reading  his  letter  of  the  11th 
April,  cannot  be  real,  because  1  left  home  after  the  28th  February, 
when  the  publication  appeared  in  the  Reporter,  which  drew  from  hiai 
tha,t  letter,  i  am_  not  a  subscriber  to  the  Reporter,  nor  had  I  seen,  prior 
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to  my  leaving  home,  any  publication  on  the  subject:  if  I  h?,d  seentiiat 
publiCHtioii,  iny  surprise  would  iiave  been  no  less.  It  was  not  occa- 
sioned by  the  ("oily  of  Gen.  Jackson,  in  entering  into  a  newspaper  con- 
test, where  he  had  much  to  lose  and  notlnns  to  gain,  as  I  well  knew 
his  predisposition  to  this  kind  of  warfare;  my  surprise  was  occasion- 
ed by  his  barefaced,  unblushing  effrontery,  in  charging  me  with  tur- 
nishingor  forging  a  paper,  which  he  calls  a  forgery,  (tor  [  see  no  dd- 
ference  in  the  crime  notwitstanding  the  correction  of  a  word  by  the 
editors,)  wiien  he  liad  two  years  before,  the  most  positive  proofs  in 
his  own  possession  of  the  real  autiior,  as  he  has  shewn  himself:  and 
wlien  too  he  had  been  offered  by  Col.  Andeison  to  have  this  paper  con- 
tradicted in  any  way  he  would  direct,  as  will  fully  appear  by  the  last 
sentence  of  Col.  Anderson's  letter  of  the  17th  October. 

This,  letter  after  what  the  Gen.  has  meanly  published,  concludes  in 
the  following  words  : — "Should  the  General  deem  the  affair  worthy  his 
"further  notice,  and  think  proper  to  forward  to  me  (Harrodsburgh) 
"  his  contradiction  of  it,  1  will  cheerfully  attend  to  his  wishes.  In 
"  haste,  I  am,  &c." 

The  General  to  shield  himself  from  the  charge  of  mutilating,  has 
published  this  as  an  extract,  although  he  has  published  the  whole  let- 
ter, except  this  last  sentence,  which  did  not  suit  his  purpose. 

lie  has  likewise  published  a  garbled  extract  from  a  letter  of  mine 
to  Colonel  Anderson,  which  had  no  relation  to  the  subject  in  dispute. 
This  he  has  done,  contrary  to  every  sentiment  of  honourable  men, 
contrary  to  the  best  rule  of  social  intercourse,  which  always  regards 
r.oiifidential  communications  as  sacred.  This  letter  was  headed,  con- 
Jxdentlai.  He  published  it  without  permission  from  the  writer,  or  the 
gentleman  to  whom  it  was  addressed.  His  real  object  in  publishing 
it  is  not  concealed,  although  he  has  hoped  to  cover  it  by  an  inference 
which  his  unbounded  vanity  alone  has  indficed  him  to  make — that  I 
had  a  vpry  high  respect  foi' him  and  exalted  sense  of  his  worth;  and 
he  even  dares  to  say,  that  1  have  expressed  this  opinion  in  the  let- 
ter.— i  cannot  find  in  it.  even  as  published  by  himself,  a  single  word 
or  sentence  expressive  of  my  own  opinion  on  the  subject.  It  con- 
tains merely  a  statement  of  what  appeared  to  be  public  sentiment, 
from  the  rumor  of  the  day.  This  letter  was  written  at  the  request  of 
others  ;  it  was  not  intended  or  expected  to  be  shewn  to  General  Jack- 
son J  tlie  sole  object  was  to  obtain  from  him,  through  his  confiden- 
tial friends  his  real  intention,  with  respect  to  his  becoming  a  candi- 
date for  the  Presidency.  This  was  much  spoken  oi  that  time.  When 
the  General  obtained  that  letter,  or  a  copj"^  of  it,  it  w^as  with  a  view 
of  carrying  it  to  the  eastward,  to  sliow  to  his  friends  there,  what  was 
his  standing  in  the  west:  his  object  in  publishing  it  now  is,  if  possi- 
I)le,  to  injure  me  with  the  present  administration. — His  malice  leaves 
110  stone  unturned. 

To  follow  the  General  through  his  long  string  of  charges,  false  and 
foolish  as  they  are,  would  not  be  useful  to  the  clear  understanding  of 
the  subject,  so  far  as  relates  to  the  services  of  the  militia  from  this 
.«tate>  engaged  in  defending   New    Orleans  in  January   1815. — The 
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great  crime  which  1  have  committed  was  my  stating  to  him,  in  my 
letter  of  the  20th  March  1815,  that  1  had  not  less'than  1000  men 
(Kentuckians)  in  the  battle  on  the  morning  of  the  8tli  January,  to- 
gellier  uith  my  statement  to  Gov.  Shelby  on  the  same  subject ;  for 
the  correctness  of  these  statements  Lreler  my  readers  to  the  accompa- 
nying documents.  The  truth  of  these  documents  cannot  be  questioned; 
the  recider  can  make  the  application.  My  statement  on  this  subject 
went  to  contradict  the  General's  official  report  of  the  9th  January,  to 
the  Secretary  of  War,  in  v.Iiich  he  represents  the  Kentucky  detach- 
ment as  bringiiig  but  little  axlditionai  strength  to  his  lines.  1  knew 
the  delicacy  of  tlie  General's  situation,  when  about  to  give  a  state- 
ment dift'ering  mateiialiy  from  his  official  report,  without  which  he 
could  not  doju!?tice  to  Kentucky.  It  was  to  smootji  the  way  and  fur- 
nish him  with  something  like  a  pretext,  without  too  plainly  exposing 
his  Ignorance  of  the  situation  and  numbers  of  the  corps  he  commanded, 
that  i  mentioned  having  received  the  arms  from  the  city  exen^pts. 
From  tlie  mention  of  this  fact  (although  strictly  true)  1  did  not  hope  to 
gain  to  myseif  any  additional  merit.  When  1  went  to  the  city  in  pur- 
suit of  these  arms,  1  rode  the  General's  horse  and  saddle,  and  went 
at  liis  request  ;  I  applied  lirst  to  Governor  Claiborne,  and  by  his  per- 
mission to  tliC  officers  of  the  corps;  in  this  I  was  aided  by  Mr  John 
Mulanphy,  merchant.  These  were  the  only  arnis  on  which  the  citi- 
zens could  rely  for  safety  in  case  of  an  insurrection  of  the  slaves;  they 
Tvere  therefore  unwilling  to  part  with  them;  but  on  being  informed, 
that  we  were  certainly  on  the  eve  of  a  battle  that  would  decide  the 
fate  of  the  city,  consented  to  send  them  down,  but  did  not  wish  it 
Iviiown  the  arms  were  gone  out. of  the  cit3%  I  immediately  returned 
to  Gen  Jackson,  and  mtbrnied  him  of  my  success,  at  which  he  express- 
ed much  pleasure.  On  ray  way  down  tiirough  Gen.  Thomas's  camp, 
1  ordered  dovrn  the  whole  of  Col.  Slaughter's  regiment,  and  Major 
ilarnson'»  battalion,  (those  that  were  armed  being  on  the  lines  over 
iiight,)  believing  they  would  aii  be  armed  in  the  course  of  the  day; 
iiud  the  General  welf  knows,  notwithstanding  his  stutf  about  march- 
ing 700  men  to  his  lines  on  the  evening  of  the  7th,  that  the  whole  of 
niy  command  did  actually  march  past  ids  quarters  every  evening  and 
inotning,  from  the  evening  of  the  4th  until  the  evening  of  the  Gth,  and 
that  durmg  the  whole  of  ine  7th,  the  men  were  passing  and  repassing 
irom  the  lines  to  General  Tliomas's  camp,  in  small  detachments  as 
was  thought  prudent,  bringing  down  plank  from  their  boats  and  other 
materials  to  slicker  them  Irom  tlie  Vv'eather — they  being  yet  without 
Aeuis.  From  the  evening  ol  the  4th  until  the  (Jth  inclusive,  we  re- 
mained each  night  in  the  rear  of  the  lines,  about  liie  centre,  under 
arms,  without  fares  or  any  shelter  whatevei'. 

The  General  has  laboured  with  much  ingenuity,  to  have  this  fact 
dislieiieved.  He  says  it  was  this  statement  in  my  letter  of  the  20th 
Mai  ch  which  lost  me  jds  confidence,  and  his  knowledge  that  it  was 
liot  true,  occasioned  liim  in  his  answer  to  pass  it  over  with  silejit  con- 
tempt. Was  tins  acting  wita  that  manly  candour  which  he  assumes: 
Wiry  did  he  not  say  to  uie  this  statement  is  not  true  ?    The  reason  is 
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jjbvious;  the  corps  of  exempts  were  in  the  city  with  U3 — the  tiansac- 
tion  was  fresh — the  truth  couM  have  been  ascertairif**!  and  placed  be- 
yond a  doul)t  in  fifteen  minutes. — The  truth   is  the  (ieneral  knew  the 
fact  himself,  nor  had  it  yet  entered    into  his  hciid  (o  c(»ntra<iict  it. — 
Lest  I  shouhl  escape  from  this  ci»ar<:;e,  he  lias  brou;»;l)t  forward  anoth- 
er.    He  savs,  if  I    did  obtain  these  arms,  it  was  without  his    know- 
ledge, and'thereby  the  city  was  left  exposied.     So  extremely  anxious 
is  he  to  criminate,  that  he  seems    blind  to  the    consequences.     Is  he 
wiHing  to  admit  for  a  moment,  that    I  could  obtain  fron\  the  city  of 
New  Orleans,  the  only  arms  they  had  to  defend  them  from   the  most 
horrid  of  all  attacks  (an  insurrection  of  the  slaves,)  when  he    with  his 
infiueticc  and  military  power  could  not  ?     Had    the  citixens,  in  the 
hour  of  danger  and  distress,  more    confidence  in  this    small  band  of 
Kentuckians,  than  in  General  Jackson?     When   it  is  known  that  the 
legislature  of  the  state  did,  after  the  siege,  pass  the  General  by  unno- 
ticed in  their    resolutions  of  thanks  to  the    officers  of  the   different 
corps  who  had  defended  them,  may  it  not  well  be  supposed,  that   an 
envious  jealousy  in  the  mind  of  the  General,  from  even  a  suspicion  of. 
this  preference,  has  occasioned  the  torrent  of  abuse  and  false  charqies 
against  the  Kentuckians   and   myself?     Is  not  this  a  more  probable 
cause  of  the  General's  hatred  to  Kentucky  and  of  his  course,  than  the 
mere  defence  of  the    military  character  of  General  Morgan,  a  man 
scarcely  known  to  him,  and  who  has  no  claim  froiu  former  acts  to  mi- 
litary talents? 

The  General  states,  that  he  had  given  the  command  of  the  city  of 
New  Orleans,  to  Capt. T.  L.Butler,  who  had  certified  to  him,  that  I 
received  no  arms  from  the  city  prior  to  the  8th  of  January.  He  has 
not  published  this  certificate,  and  he  sometimes  n»akes  strange  infer- 
ences. T  cannot  believe  Capt.  Butler,  if  he  commanded,  would  have 
given  such  a  certificate ;  as  I  received  a  number  of  arms  from  the 
city  prior  to  that  date,  for  which  I  have  the  officer's  note  of  delivery. 
I  will  however  observe  on  this  statement  of  the  General,  that  if  i  am 
not  misinformed,  Capt.  T.  L.  Butler  was  not  then  an  officer  in  the 
line  ;  he  held  no  rank  in  the  army.  The  Governor  of  the  State  resi- 
ded in  the  city,  in  the  full  discharge  of  his  official  duty — This  com- 
mand then  might  be  consistent  with  Gen.  Jackson's  ideas  of  military 
power,  but  I  am  unwilling  to  believe  any  Governor  in  the  union  would 
have  submitted  to  it. 

He  has  artfully  introduced  a  conference  that  took  place  between, 
himself,  General  Coffee  and  myself,  on  the  sulrject  of  attacking  the 
enemy  in  his  lines  ;  this  he  has  clone,  that  by  misstating  my  remarks, 
ho  might  if  possible  injure  me  in  Kentucky.  If  my  command  was  re- 
ally as  small  as  he  has  represented  it  to  be,  why  should  he  feel  any 
great  solicitude  in  what  way  it  might  act  in  a  general  engagement? 
I  was  asked  by  hin\  what  I  thought  of  an  attack  on  the  enemy's  lines; 
I  objected  to  its  being  made  at  that  time,  as  we  were  daily  and  hour- 
ly expecting  a  large  supply  of  arms  from  government,  and  stated  as 
my  principal  reason  that  it  would  be  risking  too  much  on  the  event — 
Ibatif  we  were  beaten  back  it  would  be  with  considerable  loss  of  both 
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officers  and  men,  and  might  encourage  the  enemy  (who  were  still 
double  our  number)  to  renew  the  attack  onus  ;  that  our  inon,  (mean- 
ing the  army  generally,  for  I  did  not  discriminate)  were  militia  with- 
out discipline,  and  if  once  beaten  they  could  not  be  relied  on  again  ; 
therefore  I  deemed  the  risk  on  our  part  too  great,  because  if  beaten, 
the  country  would  probably  be  lost. — I  made  other  observations,  all  of 
which,  so  far  as  I  understood,  met  the  approbation  of  all  present,  and 
concluded  by  telling  the  General,  if  he  had  determined  on  the  attack, 
not  to  think  from  my  observations  that  I  would  not  engage  in  it  cheer- 
fully ;  that  if  he  would  give  the  order  and  point  out  the  ground  over 
which  1  was  to  march,  I  would  engage  to  lead  the  Kentuckians  as  far 
as  I  could  go  myself,  and  I  believed  the  other  corps  would  follow  their 
officers  as  far  as  they  could  survive  to  lead  tiiem. 
In  my  letter  to  Governor  Shelby  I  state,  "betv/een  tlie  morning  of  the 
8th  and  12th  no  additional  strength  had  been  placed  under  my  com- 
mand," &c. 

The  General  in  his  remarks  on  this  part  of  my  letter  to  the  Govern- 
.or,  seems  truly  to  have  outstripped  himself.  Iti  point  of  impudence 
and  ignorance  his  remarks  have  no  parallel;  he  was  however  aided  in 
this  by  that  luminary  in  military  science,  his  Adjutant  General.  In 
order  to  prove  this  statement  of  mine  false,  he  brings  into  view  my 
morning  report  of  the  12th  January,  making  my  command  955  pri- 
vates, and  my  report  of  the  1 3th  making  it  1408.  This  report  of  th<* 
13th  has  a  note  at  the  bottom,  shewing  that  Captains  Ter rill's  and 
peacock's  companies  were  included — ^these  were  the  men  that  I  ob- 
served in  my  letter  were  placed  on  the  right  and  not  under  my  com- 
inand,  prior  to  the  12th:  now  if  there  is  a  sergeant  or  corporal  in  the 
United  States' array  who  does  not  know,  that  a  report  of  the  13th  is 
not  areport  of  the  12th,  and  that  the  note  of  Maj,  Mcaux  was  placed 
there  to  shew  that  Captain's  Tetrill's  and  Peacock's  companies,  men 
who  did  not  belong  to  the  detachment,  were  included  in  that  report, 
for  his  ignorance  he  ought  to  be  reduced  to  the  ranks.  Yet  a  Major 
General,  aided  by  his  Adjutant  General,  seems  not  to  have  made 
even  this  discovery.  I  again  assert  (without  wishing  any  apology 
from  my  friends)  that  no  additional  strength  had  been  added  to  my 
command  from  the  8th  until  the  12th  January,  nor  any  change  unless 
it  was  the  change  of  sick  men,  for  those  able  to  do  duty.  As  the  men 
became  sick  on  the  lines,  they  were  sent  to  General  Thomas's  camp, 
and  their  arms  placed  in  the  hands  of  well  men,  who  took  their  places 
on  the  lines.  General  Jackson  states,  "by  my  order  you  were  invest- 
ed* with  the  command  of  all  the  Kentucky  troops,  General  Thomas 
being  sick  and  unfit  for  duty." — No  such  order  was  ever  issued  or  re- 
ceived by  me;  General  Thomas  (although  sick)  continued  to  com- 
mand in  his  camp  and  received  orders  from  General  Jackson,  which 
did  not  pass  through  me  or  my  office. 

Th€  General  asserts  that  he  knew  my  numbers  on  the  morning  of 
the  8th  did  not  exceed  550  men.  He  admits  that  he  seat  400  of  these 
men  under  Maj.  R.  Harrison,  to  reinforce  Gen.  Morgan  on  the  west 
bank,  leaving  me  with  150  men  at  most.    On  the  same  day   he  pub- 
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lislies  the  detail  for  eur'.rf!,  cjilliiii;  on  me  for  3  riuballerr.!^,  3  serj;t's.  3  ror- 
rais,a;itl  88  priv;iicj..  This  is  strani^c;  but  it  is  not  all.  On  tlic  sume  eve- 
ninii  lie  oideis  lVoii\  my  conunaml  two  full  companies  (1/30  or  150 
inon)  on  (Juty  at  t!i '  batteries,  wjio  stood  under  arms  tlie  wliole  of  th<i 
nii-lit,  and  t'dsdiity  was  per'ormed  for  several  nights,  which  account-* 
for  the  sinailii;-s;4  of  my  detail  for  {;uai-d  on  tlie  9th  and  lf)Mi  of  Janua- 
ry. These  fjcts  tully  proved,  and  they  cannot  even  be  doubted,  uill 
a.iy  one  believe,  that  he  did  not  know  the  number  of  Kentuckians  on 
the  linysdi'l  few  exceed  5,)()me!i?  The  rnost  injurious,  plausible,  and 
withal  the  most  unfounded  part  of  the  General's  publlcatio!i,  is  where 
he  points  out  to  me  what  I  ou'>,l!t  (o  !iave  done  on  the  receipt  of  his 
letter,  in  answe<'  to  mine  on  the  2Qt!i  March  in  New  Orkans;  and 
here  lie.  repfat;^  a!^/iost  verbatim  what  1  really  did  do.  When  I  read 
his  answer,  we  were  in  Ids  room  witlioiit  any  other  company.  I  iin- 
mediai-ely  obf^-'ved  to  hin»,  "General  Jacksoii,  this  wjll  not  do;  it  will 
not  ^:'X,i:')  KcuVdcky;  you  have  not  yet  done  us  justice;  you  still 
represent  our  uu-aber  in  the  battle  at  550  men;  I  am  ready  to  produce 
you  any  prools  you  may  require  to  shew  that  we  had  nearly  double 
that  number" — he  arose  from  his  seat,  and  in  an  an;::ry  and  insultin:; 
tone,  called  on  Adjutant  General  IJutler,  in  an  adjoining  room,  for 
that  report,  and  holding  the  report  in  his  hand,  here  says  he,  is  your 
own  report  of  the  l2th,  stating  your  numbers  at  955,  after  all  the 
arms  taken  from  the  enemy  by  General  Carroll's  men,  had  been'de- 
livered  over  to  the  Kentuckians,  and  added  to  your  command.  I  an- 
swered him,  that  the  arms  he  spoke  of  were  but  few,  and  the  men 
•who  received  them  were  placed  on  the  right  of  his  quarters,  and 
were  not  under  my  command  until  after  the  12th.  He  then  produ- 
ced my  report  of  the  13th,  and  having  read  the  note  of  Major  Meaux 
at  the  bottom,  he  insultingly  asked,  "will  you  now  say  those  men 
were  not  under  your  command  r*' — It  was  not  possible  for  me  to  an- 
swer him,  consistently  with  my  feelings,  without  retorting  the  insult — 
this  was  not  my  duty;  I  remained  silent  and  lefthi.n  with  a  contempt 
for  his  ignorance  and  meanness  which  has  not  since  worn  oil. — I  .then 
determined  in  obedience  to  my  duty,  to  submit  the  whole  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Governor  of  Kentucky.  He  very  properly  ordered  the 
publication.  It  was  from  this  conversation,  thcit  I  state  to  Govern- 
or Shelby,  the  General  seems  to  found  his  belief  of  our  numbers  iu 
the  battle  on  my  report  of  the  12th. 

In  the  last  sentence  of  my  letter  of  the  6th  April  last,  I  say,  I  can 
scarcely  hope  General  Jackson  will  do  me  justice  in  future,  and  I  as- 
sign my  reasons.  The  General  has  changed  this  hope  into  fear,  al- 
though there  is  certainly  some  difference  between  hope  and  fear — hia 
vanity,  which  seldom  forsakes  him,  has  dictated  the  whole  of  his  re- 
marks on  this  sentence.  After  proceeding  in  the  style  of  a  dictator^ 
he  concludes,  "where  you  deserve  praise  it  will  be  bestowed,  and 
where  you  have  wilfully  and  knowingly  misrepresented,  it  will  be  ai 
freely  commented  on  and  yourself  exposed."  A  dreadful  threaten- 
ing to  be  sure  !  He  has  forgotten  however  that  liis  martial  lavir  is^gt 
in  force  in  Kentucky. 
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He  has  found  no  cause  foi-  praise,  and  if  he  really  knew  (hat  his 
praise  or  his  blame,  his  enmity  or  his  friendship,  can  excite  no  feel- 
in*  in  my  mind,  but  contempt  for  his  mean  malignity  as  a  man,  and 
di'ihonourable  partiality  as  an  officer,  he  would  not  again  be  so  profuse 
of  either.  ^  ■ 

If  General  Jackson's  ohject  in  censoring  the  Kentuckians  on  the 
Avest  bank,  was  merely  to  do  justice  to  brave  men  by  branding  the 
coward — why  di<l  he  not  take  notice  of  the  corps,  commanded  by 
Maj.  Arno,  who  when  ordered  to  form  on  the  right  of  Col.  Davis,  did 
actually  fly  without  firing  a  gun,  went  to  their  homes,  and  never  re- 
turned during  the  siege.  These  men  were  Louisiana  militia.  New 
Orleans  was  the  place  where  the  General  diil  hope  to  receive  a  crown. 
Kentucky  was  far  oil",  and  her  plaiji  sons  are  not  very  friendly  to 
crowned  heads. 

General  Jackson  states,  that  he  did  not  know  the  name  of  the  Ken- 
tucky officer  who  was  concerned  in  (he  affair  with  the  enemy  under' 
Major  Hinds — This  officer,  Mi\j.  Johnson,  commanded  a  guard  sta- 
tioned in  the  rear  of  the  retreating  enemy,  and  had  been  there  three 
days  by  the  order  of  General  Jackson.  IIow  he  came  to  be  ordered 
from  his  post  to  join  iMaj.  Hinds's  detachment  is  for  the  General  to 
shew,  and  if  neither  he  nor  the  Maj.  knew  his  name,  it  shews  the  ir- 
regular system  that  prevailed  in  the  army.  The  General  states  the 
Kentuckians  fled  and  left  Major  Hinds  to  charge  the  British  Battery. 
Is  it  possible  that  Jackson  does  not  yet  kno'.v,  there  was  a  navigable 
bayou  eighty  or  an  hundred  yards  wide  between  this  detachment  and 
the  enemy's  battery  ? 

In  my  letter  to  Governor  Shelby,  I  state,  that  some  of  tlie  Kentucki- 
ans, when  ordered  by  me  to  deliver  over  their  guns  to  others,  conceal- 
ed them,  but  volunteered  their  services  on  the  lines  and  fought  in  the 
battle — and  the  General  thinks  it  a  great  crime  in  me  that  I  did  not 
have  these  men  punished  for  disobedience  of  orders.  These  arms 
were  private  property,  rifles  the  men  had  carried  from  their  homes, 
tlK'y  were  therefore  unwiUing  to  part  with  them.  They  concealed 
them,  but  volunteered  their  services  on  the  lines  and  fought  with  them. 
This  was  not  known  by  me  for  several  days  after  the  battle.  I  confess 
if  it  will  gratify  the  General,  I  did  not  then  think  tl)ese  men  deserved 
piMiishmeiit,  nor  do  I  yet  believe  he  could  have  formed  a  court  mar- 
tial thi'J  would  have  inflicted  punishment  on  them,  although  they  were 
Kentuckians. 

Was  there  no  order  of  General  Jackson  disobeyed  without  exem- 
plary puKi'jiiineiit  ?  The  General  positively  states,  that  General  Mor- 
gan never  did  report  but  two  men  to  him  as  having  been  killed  or 
wounded  or  taken  on  the  west  side  in  the  battle  of  the  8th.  Some 
<)ays  after  the  battle,  he  issued  a  positive  order,  that  all  the  officers 
^nunni^^nding  separate  detachments,  should  immediiitely  report  to  his 
Adjutant  General  all  the  men  killed,  wounded  or  missing  in  the  bat- 
tle. General  Morgan  states,  on  oalh  before  the  court  of  enquiry,  that 
!ie  had  15  men  killed,  wounded  antl  taken  in  the  battle — did  then  this 
brave  aiul  r.ieritorio  is  officer  disobey  this  positive  order  of  t^ie  cout- 
.'iiandii/g  Gt'nerai?     And  was  he  punished  ? 
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On  the  lUh  January,  General  Jackson  issued  an  order,  that  Gen. 
('arrol's  division  should  deliver  over  all  the  guns  taken  iioni  the  ene- 
my on  tiie  8Lh  to  tlie  Kentucky  detachment.  In  obedience  to  Ihis  or- 
der 1  i(J  j:;uns,  lorty-odd  of  tlieni  IJritish  nuiskets,  were  delivered  to 
Colonel  Dudley;  tiie  remainder,  American  j;uns,  most  of  uhich  vjced- 
od  repairing.  With  tiiese  guns  Colonel  Dudley  arn'.ed  110  men  of 
('a[)tains  TerrHl's  and  Peacock's  companies;  and  took  command  of 
tlie«i  on  tiie  lines,  by  General  Jackson's  order — -and  reported  to  the 
(xeneral  the  number  of  arms  rectjived. — Was  the  general  oi'der  fur  the 
tlelivery  of  the  arms  obeyed  r — 1  ilonot  mean  by  these  observations  to 
lellect  on  the  conduct  of  General  Carrol.  I  well  knew  at  the  time, 
the  order  was  obeyed  just  as  lar  as  General  Jackson  uislied  it  s'louUl 
be;  and  it  now  cuts  the  figure  in  his  letter,  he  then  intended  it  should 
at  some  time  do.  General  Carrol's  division  consisted  of  between 
2500  and  SOOO  men;  he  had  1227  on  the  lines,  the  remainder  were 
encamped  <me  or  two  miles  above  the  city  out  of  danger  and  doing  no 
<luly.  Why  were  they  tlius  removed  from  the  lines.'*  I  understood 
then  and  still  believed»it  was  because  these  men  were  without  arms. 
If  they  were  arsned,  why  were  they  not  brought  on  the  lines?  Or 
why  were  14  or  1500  guns  left  idle  and  useless  above  tlie  city  during 
tiie  siege  .^  If  the  lueii  were  not  armed,  why  were  the  guns  taken 
by  tiieir  companions,  put  into  their  hands  r  Were  tiiey  not  as  muck 
to  be  relied  on  as  the  K.entuckians.'*  Tnis  little  mana;uvre  or  trick 
of  the  General  speaks  for  itself.  It  was  well  understood  by  me.  1 
therefore  inquired  of  Colonel  Dudley  particularly  what  number  of 
guns  M  ha6  received  and  of-what  description. 

Id  remaiking  further  on  this  subject,  the  General  says:  That  you 
wcreordeiHid  on  the  5th  Januaty,  to  detail  ail  the  Kentuckians  who 
had  arms  lit  for  service,  and  all  those  iov  whom  arms  could  be  pro- 
cured, to  assume  the  command,  march  tiicin  to  my  line  of  defence, 
encamp  them  in  the  rear  of  General  Carrol's  division,  and  in  the 
tvent  of  an  alarm  or  attack,  to  cover  and  support  hira.  I  would  Uke 
to  hear  from  the  General,  a  good  reason  for  this  order.  General  Car- 
rol by  Genera!  Jackson's  own  ssiewing,  with  the  slrongest  command 
on  t!ie  lines,  occupied  aiid  defended  bat  350  yards,  whilst  General  Cof- 
fee with  about  half  his  nimbcr,  occupied  and  dei'ended  twice  the  ex- 
tent of  iuie;  why  then  was  1  ordered  to  cover  and  support  General 
Carrol  i  the  General's  memory  is  bad,  and  he  has  no  written  document 
on  this  subject.  The  truth  is,  i  did  not  receive  any  such  order  from 
Jiim.  Alter  i  had  examined  his  lines,  by  his  order,  and  was  informed 
by  him  of  his  real  strength,  he  asked  me  v.  hat  I  thought  of  our  situa- 
tion, did  i  believe  we  could  defend  th(tse  works  or  not?  I  told  him 
there  was  one  and  but  one  way  by  which  v.e  could  hope  for  success; 
that  he  must  have  a  strong  corps  of  reserve,  to  meet  the  enemy's  main 
column,  whereveritapproachcd — after  some  farther  conversation  oa 
the  suojtct,  lie  agreed  that  1  siiould  act  with  the  iCeutuckiaas  as  a  re- 
serve corps  and  tiirected  mc  to  select  my  ground  for  encaaipmont,  to 
govern  my  men  as  1  thought  inostpropet,  tiiat  1  would  receive  uo  or- 
ders but  Irom  hnaseif — ^this  arrangement  was  verbal,  I  received  no 
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%vritten  order  on  the  subject — In  ronsco/oence  of  this  I  encamped  irt 
the  rear  of  the  centre  of  the  whole  line,  without  any  relerence  to  Gen. 
Carrol's  command.  I  immediately  inforraed  Colonel  Slaughter  ai'id 
the  field  oflicers  of  my  command  of  our  destination,  that  in  case  of 
accident  to  myself,  they  might  'oe  prep:ired  to  carry  it  into  eflect.  In 
tibedieiice  to  this  arrangement  on  the  pu>rning  of  the  Sth,  as  soon  as  we 
discovered  the  enemy  were  in  motion,  the  Kentuckians  were  formed  in 
two  lines,  in  close  order  and  marched  in  about  50  yards  of  the  breast- 
woik  and  halted,  I  went  to  the  breast-work  myself  to  see  where  the 
inaincolinnn  of  the  enemy  would  approach — tli'e  fog  w:<s  thick  and  it 
was  yet  not  day,  I  could  only  judge  from  their  noise  as  they  advanced. 
The  enemy  soon  comtnenccd  the  attack,  with  their  cannon  and  rock- 
ets; 1  then  discovered  their  uiain  column  and  returning;  to  the  Ken- 
tucky line  ordered  Col  Sl.?U2;titer  to  march  with  his  right,  near  to  the 
nearest  of  our  batteries — his  right  would  govern  the  whole — the  men 
were  not  at  the  breast^work  more  than  tvo  or  three  minutes  when  the 
enemy  approtvched  and  oiir  musketry  commenced  liring.  I  then  dis- 
covered the  enemy  3  column  was  somi^what  furt!\er  to  the  left  than  I 
expected — three  companies  were  instantly  ordered  from  Col.  Slaugh- 
ter's right  and  marched  to  the  left.  I  have  ever  been  of  opinion  and 
still  am  that  it  was  owing  to  this  disposition  of  the  troops,  that  the 
enemy  were  repulsed;  had  we  been  placed  on  any  part  of  the  line 
with  our  due  proportion  of  it  to  defend,  no  part  of  it  would  have  been 
strong  enough  to  repel  this  column — -tlieir  discipline  was  such  that  they 
could  only  be  checked  by  shooting  them  down. 

The  General  remarking  on  that  part  of  my  letter  to  Governor  Shel- 
by, in  wiiich  I  say,  "I  have  obtained  from  Col.  Latour,  the  chief  engi- 
neer, a  draft  which  will  shew  the  extent  of  our  line  and  the  space  oc- 
cupied by  each  corps,"  &c.  makes  along  string  of  observations  and  cal- 
culations whi^h  are  not  wortiiy  an  answer  :  they  shew  little  more  than 
his  knowledge  of  the  rule  of  three.  The  draft  of  the  line  is  certi&ed 
by  Col.  Latour;  he  informed  me  it  was  made  from  actual,  measurement; 
I  have  not  a  doubt  it  is  correct — he  has  published  it  with  his  history  of 
the  war.  If  Lieutenant  Gadsden  has  measured  the  line  lately,  his 
measurement  may  not  diSer  materially  from  Col.  Latour's,  as  it  is 
probable  he  measured  only  the  straight  line,  but  there  was  an  angle, 
almost  square  oS'to  the  left,  of  300  yards,  whic'n  was  defended  by 
General  Coffee,  and  made  a  part  of  his  proportion.  Hovi^  Lieutenant 
Gadsden,  or  any  otlier  could  at  this  time  discover  the  exact  distance 
occupied  by  different  corps,  is  difficult  to  imagine;  the  ground  I  am 
informed  has  been  in  cultivation  long  since.  The  General  has  not  pub- 
lished the  certificate  of  Lieutenant  Gadsden,  and  his  own  word  will 
not  be  taken  for  truth — He  has,  as  a  proper  accompaniment  to  his  re- 
marks on  this  subject,  published  the  certiiicate  of  Major  Dillahunty, 
winch  will  only  prove  that  the  Major  knew  very  little  about  the  bat- 
tle, or  was  not  quite  in  his  senses  wiien  he  gave  the  certificate.  The 
General  in  his  remarks  on  the  affair  of  General  Morgan  on  the  west 
bank,  goes  his  usual  lengths;  lie  even  dares  to  assert  that  a  number  of 
respectable  otficers  have  perjured  themselves,  men  too  whose  respect- 
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jlibilitj  for  trutli  and  a  good  moral  character  would  be  tlegraded  bj  a 
Gomparison  with  his  own;  and  this  he  asserts  fronj  his  own  knowledge. 
He  saw  from  his  parapet  the  right  of  General  Morgan's  line  break  at 
the  first  approach  of  the  enemy,  and  a  manly  resistance  no  where 
made  but  from  Commodore  Patterson's  battery — Now  the  truth  is. 
Commodore  Patterson's  battery  did  not  tire  a  gun  at  the  enemy  on  the 
west  side  of  the  river;  this  the  Commodore  states  himself;  his  bat- 
tery was  some  distance  in  the  rear  of  General  Morgan's  line;  his  guns 
were  pointed  or  placed  to  fire  across  the  river,  and  he  states  that, 
being  informed  (for  it  seems  it  was  too  foggy  to  see)  that  the  enemy 
were  approaching  General  Morgan's  breast-work,  he  turned  his  guns, 
with  a  view  to  prevent  them  from  turning  the  right  of  the  line;  but 
before  he  was  ready  to  fire  in  that  direction,  the  Kentuckians  were 
forced  from  their  position,  and  in  their  retreat  occupied  the  ground 
between  him  and  the  enemy,  so  that  he  could  not  fire  lest  he  should 
kill  our  ovvn  men,  and  seeing  the  whole  line  retreating  he  spiked  his 
guns  and  accompanied  them.  But  the  General  saw  all  this  from  his 
parapet,  and  he  ordered  his  men  to  give  those  on  the  other  bank  three 
cheers  !  !  I  was  standing  by  him  when  he  gave  this  order,  and  with  a 
smile  (not  of  approbation)  observed,  I  was  afraid  they  could  not  hear 
us — the  distance  from  us  to  them  on  a  straight  line  was  upwards  of 
one  mile  and  a  half;  there  was  a  thick  fog,  and  I  confess  I  could  not 
see  the  troops  of  either  army;  all  I  could  discover  was  the  blaze  from 
the  guns;  and  seeing  that  continue  to  progress  up  the  river  was  the 
only  knowledge  we  had  that  our  men  were  retreating.  This  battle, 
if  a  battle  it  may  be  called,  fought  only  by  the  Kentuckians  on  the 
west  bank,  has  not  been  well  understood  by  any  one  who  has  attempted 
to  describe  it.  Colonel  Thornton  who  commanded  the  enemy,  march- 
ed up  the  levy  with  1200  men,  when  he  met  Colonel  Davis  at  Mayou 
race  and  drove  him  back,  his  advance  only  pursued  him  near  to 
Morgan's  breast-work,  his  main  body  halted  at  the  distance  of  400 
yards  out  of  danger,  here  he  divided  his  command  into  three  divisions, 
the  riglit  remained  where  they  were  on  the  levy,  the  centre  division 
were  ordered  to  advance  in  front  of  the  Kentuckians  and  attack  them 
at  the  distance  of  200  yards,  but  not  to  approach  nearer,  until  the  left 
hand  column  had  passed  the  right  of  the  Kentuckians  and  got  into  thtir 
rear.  These  orders  were  strictly  executed.  Thus  the  Kentuckians 
were  placed  finally  between  two  detachments,  each  double  their  num- 
ber-; they  retreated  in  some  disorder,  so  did  the  580  men  from  behind 
the  breast  work,  who  had  not  yet  l^en  engaged;  that  the  Kentuckians 
did  not  retreat  very  rapidly  or  at  the  first  approach  of  the  enemy,  as 
General  Jackson  states,  is  fully  proved  by  evidence  before  the  court 
of  enquiry. 

This  statement  of   the  battle  I    received    after  the  peace,  from  a 
source  which  left  no  doubt  as  to  its  truth. 

The  General  tells  you  he  has  entered  into  this  contest    merely  to 
do  justice  to  two  brave  and  meritorious  officers,  Patterson  and  Mm* 
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gftn.  As  to  the  Comnioilore,  his  best  frienOs  v.  ill  agree,  he  stepped 
out  ol"  his  line  of  duty  when  lie  undertook  to  designate  corps  in  a  bat- 
tle on  land  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy;  and  if  GeneralJackson  can 
point  out  a  single  order  or  "arrangement  of  General  Morgan  that  was 
not  childishly  weak  and  unuiilitary,  lam  mistaken.  He  led  no  corps 
into  action,  and  was  only  con?piciious  whilst  retreating  in  front  of  his 
men,  calling  to  them  io  form  J  foinn !  which  is  often  the  case  witli 
thosewho  run  fastest.  Morgan  writes  merely  to  justify  the  General. 
These  great  chiefs  have  a  great  respect  for  each  other. 

The  General  thinks  I  became  the  champion  of  theKentuckians,  with 
the  view  of  thereby  obtaining  a  seat  in  the  Senate  of  Congress,  or  in 
the  Gubernatorial  chair  of  Kentucky.  For  this  idea  he  is  indebted  to 
his  friend  George  Poindexter,  of  fugitive  memory. — Tl\ere  is  a  strange 
coincidence  between  the  minds  and  dispositions  of  these  two  great 
men.  Loud,  noisj'  and  abusive;  nature  seems  to  have  formed  them  in 
mind  and  disposition,  for  tavern  and  town  bullies,  but  fortunately  for 
society  denied  them  the  physical  power  necessary — It  is  owing  to  this 
defect,  that  they  have  so  frccjuently  been  engaged  in  paper  contests. 

As  to  the  General's  very  laconic  answei' to  my  former  remarks  on 
\ns"Spanish  dish,''^  I  will  only  observe,  that  this  affair  relates  only  to 
him  and  myself  alonCj,'  and  it  only  shews  his  willingness  to  rake  from 
its  ashes  an  old  calumny,  of  my  connexion  with  Colonel  Burr.  What- 
ever were  the  intentions  of  Colonel  Burr,  I  neither  organized  troops 
at  that  time,  nor  did  I  superintend  the  building  of  boats  for  him,  nor 
did  I  write  confidential  letters  recommending  him  to  my  friends,  nor 
did  I  think  it  necessary  after  his  failure  was  universally  known  to  save 
myself  by  turning  informer  or  state-witness. 

The  General  charges  me  with  disturbing  the  public  n^ind  for  two 
years  past  by  my  .writings.  I  have  never  directed  the  publication  of  a 
shigle  sentence,  nor  have  I  furnished  any  editor  or  historian  with  a 
single  word  or  statement  on  the  subject  of  the  war,  my  letter  of  the 
6th  April  last,  from  Natchez  excepted.  My  official  letter  to  the  Gov- 
ernor of  Kentucky,  giving  him  an  account  of  the  battle,  as  well  as  my 
letter  enclosing  the  correspondence  between  General  Jackson  and  my- 
self, were  written  to  him  in  obedience  to  my  duty.  I  did  not  direct 
the  publication  of  either. 

It  may  not  be  amiss,  before  I  close  this  defence  to  take  a  view  of  the 
campaign  from  its  commencement.  General  Jackson,  when  he  called 
for  the  militia  from  this  state,  informed  the  Governor,  that  the  United 
States'  quartermaster  would  furnish  transportation,  &c.  necessarj'  for 
the  expedition — no  such  officer  appeared  in  Kentucky.  The  men  wove 
ordered  to  rendezvous  on  the  Ohio,  and  here  the  expedition  must  have 
ended,  had  not  Col.  Richard  Taylor,  of  Frankfort,  (the  cjttartermaster 
of  the  militia  of  the  state,)  from  motives  of  patriotism  alone,  stepped 
forward,  and  by  pledging  his  own  private  property,  procured  a  sum  of 
money  from  the  bank,  wliich  enabled  him  to  purchase  boats  of  every 
description,  many  of  them  unfit  to  be  trusted  on  the  passage.     Camp 


equipage  could  not  be  procured  in  Kentucky  ;  Col.  Taylor  dfd  procure 
28  or  50  pots  or  kettles  at  liouisville,  makiiigonotoa  company  ot"  from 
70  to  90  men,  which  were  the  only  cookiii;;  utensils  we  had. 

At  the  mouth  of  Cumberland,  after  remaiuin;^-  tliere  ei^ht  days,  du- 
lyng  vvliicli  peiioil,  of  almost  continual  rains,  the  men  of  the  14lii  regi- 
ment were  continually  employed,  with  their  axes  and  froes,  procurin;;; 
and  biingiug  IVoin  the  swamp,  boards  to  patch  up  some  old  cast  oft' 
boats  for  their  transportation.  General  Thomas  on  a  conference  with 
the  contractor,  found  that  he  was  in  possession  of  18  days  rations  of 
meat,  mostly  beef  slaughtered  on  the  bank,  and  salted  down  in  bulk  ia 
an  open  boat,  and  l2  days  rations  of  brt^id  stuff',  cliicfly  corn  meal ; 
with  this  scanty  allowancp,  he  determined  to  embark  on  a  passage  that 
could  not  be  reasonably  calculated  at  less  than  25  days,  as  from  the 
badness  of  our  boats  we  could  not  sail  in  the  ni^ht. 

His  determination  was,  as  soon  as  lie  entered  the  Mississippi,  to  put 
his  men  on  half  allowance:  we  however,  fortunately,  soonafter  we  en- 
tered the  Vlississippi,  fell  in  with  a  Mr  Brison,  of  Port  Gibson  in  the 
Mississippi  Territory,  on  his  way  down  with  flour — from  him  we  pro- 
.cured  two  liundred  barrels,  which  prevented  our  suli'ering  on  the 
passage. 

It  was  known  to  the  men  that  a  law  of  the  United  States  allowed 
them  two  months  pay,  prior  to  their  marching,  when  ordei-ed  out  of  the 
state ;  not  a  cent  was  furnished  thein.  In  addition  to  this,  it  was  known 
to  them,  that  the  United  states'  quartermaster  liad  furnished  the  troops 
from  Tennessee  with  new  boats  and  camp  equipage;  all  the  coarse 
linen  throughout  Kentucky,  had  been  purcliased  to  make  them  tents — 
no  provision  was  made  for  the  Kentuckians — what  motive  then,  but 
patriotism  alone,  could  have  actuated  those  men?  Never  before,  I 
will  venture  to  say,  has  there  been  an  instance  of  the  same  number  of 
men,  or  indeed  of  any  number,  leaving  their  homes  unprovided  as  they 
were,  and  risking  a  difficult  and  dangerous  passage  of  12  or  1500  miles 
to  meet  an  enemy.  And  what  has  been  their  reward  from  General 
Jackson?  Reproach  and  abuse ;  kept  out  of  sight  where  honor  was 
achieved,  and  made  the  scape  goat,  to  carry  the  sins  of  others  where 
honor  was  not  attained.  It  is  due  to  the  citizens  of  New-Orleans  to 
state,  that  the  arrival  of  the  Kentuckians  was  hailed  with  joy,  and  ev- 
ery accommodation  that  the  unbounded  generosity  of  the  citizens  could 
procure,  was  furnished  as  soon  as  it  could  be  gotten. 

I  am  sensible  it  will  hurt  the  feelings  and  pride  of  many  honorable 
Americans,  to  be  told  they  had  not  a  Wellington  or  a  Buonaparte  at 
the  head  of  their  army.  But  ought  it  not  to  be  equally  a  source  of 
consolation  tofind,  that  the  militia  of  the  United  States,  undisciplined, 
unorganized,  unprepared  with  good  arms,  and  almost  uncommanded, 
could,  from  patriotism  and  native  bravery  alone,  meet  and  defeat  the 
best  troops  of  Great  Britain,  led  too  by  experienced  and  able  com- 
manders? JOHN  ADAIR. 

Mercer  Coi^nty,  Oct.  21. 
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Letlers  addressed  to  General  Adair  by  officers  of  the  Kentucky  detachment, 

Frankfort,  Oct  2,  1817. 

SIR:  Id  atsTrer  to  yours  of  the  25th  September,  I  can  with  certainty 
make  the  following  statement : — Late  on  the  evening  of  the  4tb  January, 
1815,  after  the  detachment  from  Kentucky,  under  tbe  command  of  major 
general  John  Thomas,  had  landed  below  New  Orleans,  and  about  one  mile 
above  general  Jaekson's  lines,  I  was  informed  by  you,  that  1  would  be  calU 
«d  on  to  march  that  night  to  tbe  lines,  with  all  the  armed  men  we  could 
muster;  and  that  some  arms  would  be  furnished  us  at  general  Jackson's 
quarters.  It  was  dark  when  we  marched,  and  the  men  were  called  for  as 
volunteers  ;  about  700  or  upwards  marched  down  ;  we  received  some  kegs 
of  cartridges  on  the  levy  from  a  boat,  ivhicb  the  men  carried  down  with 
them  ;  opposite  general  Jackson's  quarters  on  the  levy ,  we  received  a  num- 
ber of  guns,  which  were  there  stacked,  and  which  were  there  distributed 
amongst  the  men  ;  but  there  still  being  a  number  of  men  (upwards  of  100) 
without  arms,  they  were  permitted  to  return  to  their  camp.  Tbe  armed 
men,  after  placing  a  guard  over  the  ammunition  which  bad  not  been  served 
out,  were  marched  to  tbe  left  and  baited  some  distance  in  tbe  rear  of  the 
lines,  about  the  centre,  that  we  might  in  case  of  an  attack  act  as  a  corps  of 
reserve,  prepared  to  strengthen  any  part  of  the  lines  where  our  services 
might  be  most  required  ;  this,  you  informed  me,  was  your  orders  from  gen- 
eral Jackson,  and  that  in  case  of  accident  to  yourself  in  the  commence- 
ment of  an  engagement,  it  would  be  my  duty  to  meet  the  enemy's  strongest 
force  wherever  it  might  approach  ;  we  remained  under  arms  without  fires, 
it  being  very  cold  during  the  remainder  of  the  night,  and  until  the  fog  had 
cleared  off  next  morning,  and  it  was  discovered  the  enemy  were  not  in 
motion  ;  we  then  returned  to  general  Thomas's  camp.  This  duty  was  re- 
peated on  the  night  of  the  5th  and  6th,  still  with  an  increase  of  men  as  they 
were  supplied  with  arms.  On  the  7th  we  remained  stationary,  and  formed 
camps  by  briogingdown  plank  and  materials  from  our  boats,  with  some  few 
tents.  On  the  5th  we  sent  about  two  hundred  guns  to  the  city  to  be  repair- 
ed, and  sent  likewise  about  fifteen  workmen  from  tbe  detachment  to  work 
in  the  armory — b;  this  means  we  were  receiving  guns  daily,  and  sometimes 
twice  a  day,  until  thej  were  repaired :  these  were  guns  taken  from  Ken- 
tucky. Od  the  evening  of  the  7th  we  received  a  supply  of  arms  (as  I  under- 
itooo)  from  the  city,  which  completed  the  arming  of  all  the  men  on  the 
lin«8  ;  these  were  muskets  and  bayonets  and  in  good  order.  I  am  well  con- 
Tinced  od  the  evening  of  the  7lh  and  in  the  battle  on  the  morning  of  the 
8th,  we  had  not  less  than  one  thousand  men.  Our  men  were  formed  in 
front  of  their  camps  in  two  lines  in  close  order,  and  marched  forward  within 
about  50  yards  of  the  breast-works,  where  they  were  halted  ;  you  went 
forward  to  the  breast-work,  and  after  a  short  time  returned,  and  directed 
me  to  march  with  my  right  near  the  battery  in  front  of  me.  About  this 
time  we  saw  what  was  called  tbe  enemy's  signal  rocket;  we  marched  to 
the  breastwork  and  in  a  few  minutes  the  attack  commenced — first  with 
caoDon  and  rockets,  and  soon  after  with  small  arms.  The  enemy  came 
something  farther  to  tbe  left  than  the  centre  of  the  Kentuckians,  and  I  im- 
mediately received  an  order  from  you  to  march  3  or  4  companies  from  my 
right  to  face  the  eaemy ;  this  order  wai  obeyed.    On  the  evening  oflhe 
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7th  I  had  by  your  orJer  brought  several  kegs  of  cartridge  from  the  ammu- 
nilion  boat,  which  was  more  than  half  a  mile  up  the  river, and  placed  io  my 
tent.  The  men  liad  no  cartouch  boxes,  and  their  covering  and  ttie  weather 
wereso  bad*they  could  not  preserve  their  cartridges  ;  this  ammuDition  was 
served  out  during  the  battle  by  officers  appointed  to  that  service.  On  the 
morning  of  the  iUb,  after  the  enemy  was  repulsed  the  last  time,  a  part  of  my 
Mgimcnt  were  ordered  to  cross  the  river,  under  major  R.  Harrison,  to  re- 
inforce general  Morgan,  and  did  not  return  (ill  late  un  the  9lh  ;  this  left  me 
on  the  lines  for  that  time  with  about  550  men.  Late  in  the  evening  of  the 
8th  two  companies  vere  ordered  to  the  breast-work,  and  kept  under  arms 
during  the  night  ;  this  duty  was  repeated  for  several  nights  ;  and  as  it  was 
ao  extra  duty,  it  occasioned  some  murmuring,  but  the  limes  seemed  to 
warrant  and  require  every  exertion. 

You  ask  me  what  I  know  of  fatigue  duty  being  performed  on  the  linesT 
I  know  of  none  but  what  was  performed  by  the  Kentuckians  after  we  land- 
ed, until  we  were  discharged — 200  of  them  were  ordered  to  drag  down  the 
mortars  from  the  city;  they  were  two  days  performing  this  service  :  200  mea 
were  ordered,  after  the  retreat  of  the  enemy,  to  collect  the  cannon  balls, 
and  place  them  on  the  levy  ;  about  3000  balls  were  collected  by  them. 
After  we  were  removed  and  encamped  en  the  second  line  of  defence  below 
the  city,  our  men  were  kept  constantly  on  fatigue  by  daily  and  strpng  de- 
tachments,  finishing  a  line  of  defence  to  the  cypress  swamps;  this  labor 
continued  for  two  or  three  weeks  ;  no  other  troops  were  ordered  on  fatigue 
in  the  vicinity  of  Orleans  that  I  knew  of.  You  require  of  mo  to  state, 
what  was  the  feeling  excited  in  our  lines,  on  the  publication  of  general 
Jackson's  official  report,  of  the  9th  January,  to  the  secretary  of  war.  This 
report  came  to  us  from  the  city  of  Washington,  as  published  in  the  Intelli- 
gencer, and  escited  considerable  murmuring.  I  myself  applied  to  you  on 
the  subject,  and  offered  to  accompany  yon  to  the  General,  to  have  an  exv 
planation  and  justice  done  us.  You  assured  me  that  you  would  make  a  full 
statement  to  the  General  in  a  letter,  before  you  left  the  ground,  and  obtain 
his  answer,  which  would  be  the  belter  way.  On  this  promise,  I  with  oth- 
ers, remained  silent.  These  are  all  the  facts  to  which  you  require  me  to 
answer. 

I  am,  sir,  with  due  esteem,  yours,  &c. 

GABRIEL  SLAUGHTER. 

Greneral  Job;?  Adair. 


Greenville,  August  18,  I8I7. 

Dear  Genera  l  : 

Your  favor  of  the  Stb  inst  has  been  received  ;  I  congratulate 
you  on  your  return  to  Kentucky,  and  your  honorable  election  to  the  Legis- 
lature. I  am  truly  sorry  that  general  Jackson  has,  since  his  return  from 
Orleans,  afforded  such  strong  evidence  to  confirm  the  belief  which  I  fre- 
quently beard  expressed  while  under  his  command  at  Orleans — that  he  was 
inimical  to  the  reputation  of  the  Kentucky  detachment,  ^nd  bad  done,  and 
would  do  injustice  to  them  in  his  official  reports. 

It  is  disagreeable  to  me  to  say  any  thing  against  general  Jackson,  or  any 
officer  or  soldier  on  that  campaign;  as  the  f^itigues,  privations  and  hard- 
ships which  we  endured,  and  the  service  we  rendered  our  country,  ought  to 
tinite  D8  like  a  band  of  brothers.     But  when  the  General,  whose  duty  it  is. 
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and  whd  oiijht  to  take  a  pleasure  in  defending  the  repiifation  of  a']  (h© 
troops  who  contributed  to  raise  Lim  to  tLe  highest  pinnacle  of  honor,  avails 
himself  of  that  elevation  to  degrade  and  dishonor  a  part  of  Ins  coroniaud, 
Justice  requires  that  a  true  statement  of  facts  should  be  givea  to  the  pnb- 
lic,  that  they  may  judge  impartially  belvreen  the  General  and  his  sol- 
diers. 

General  Jackson,  in  his  official  report,  represents  the  Kentuckians  who 
were  in  the  battle  on  the  west  bank  of  the  river,  on  the  morning  of  the  Slh 
of  January,  as  "a  strong  detachment,"  and  those  oa  the  east  bank  "a 
part  of  the  Kentucky  detachment,  supporting  generals  Carroll's  and  Cof- 
fee's division,"  evidently  intending  to  show  onr  munbers  small  where  honor 
was  achieved,  and  large  where  blame  was  attached.  And  he  has  published 
the  certificates  of  general  Carroll  and  major  Dillahtibty,  to  establish  the 
fact  that  there  were  not  more  than  500  Kentuckians  on  t'le  east  side  of  the 
river, in  contradiction  of  your  official  sta'emeni,  who  had  the  command,  and 
whose  duly  it  was  to  know  our  number.  I  did  not  suppose  that  general 
Jackson  would  have  resorted  to  such  evidence,  knowing  the  slight  opportu- 
nity those  officers  had  to  know  the  number,  (as  we  only  marched  to  the 
breast-work  the  evening  before  the  battle) — neither  did  1  suppose  those  two 
gentlemen  \vould  have  ventured  to  have  given  such  certificates  to  contra- 
dict your  official  report.  As  to  the  number  of  men  in  major  Harrison's  bat- 
talion, who  WG-e  armed  and  in  the  battle  on  the  east  side  of  the  river,  I  can 
speak  with  certainty.  When  that  regiment  was  mustered  out  of  service,  I 
requested  the  captain  of  that  battalion,  to  certify  on  honor,  the  number  of 
men  they  had  ar.iied,  and  in  the  battle 'on  the  east  side  of  the  river,  which 
they  did,  and  the  amount  was  303  or  305,  which  I  am  not  positive — this  cer- 
tiiicaie  I  have  mislaid,  or  I  would  enclose  it  to  you.  As  to  the  numher  of 
colonel  Slanghter's  regiment,  1  cannot  speak  with  any  degree  of  certainty, 
although  I  encamped  near  them  before  and  after  the  battle  ;  but  I  would 
suppose  that  there  must  have  been  between  six  and  eight  hundred  in  the 
battle.  The  General  appears  to  guess  at  our  numbers  from  the  arms  we  had 
furnished.  Both  in  his  and  your  publications,  you  have  omitted  a  quantity 
of  arms  which  we  received  on  the  night  of  the  4th.  About  dark  major  Smi- 
ley came  along  our  line  where  we  first  encamped,  and  said  he  wanted  6  or 
800  volunteers  to  go  to  the  breast-work  that  night,  that  perhaps  we  might 
have  a  brush  before  morning.  I  went  with  my  company,  and  »vhen  we  got 
opposite  to  general  Jackson's  quarters,  we  were  halted  and  a  quantity  of 
arms  (I  suppose  several  hundred  stand)  were  distributed  amongst  us  ;  which 
arms  we  kept  until  we  were  discharged. 

On  the  6lh  or  7th  a  quantify  of  arms  were  distributed  among  us,  but 
where  they  came  from  I  do  not  know.  We  tlien  received  an  order  for  Da- 
vis's regiment  and  Krenshaw's  battalion,  to  deliver  their  arms  to  Slaugh- 
ter's regiment  and  Harrison's  battalion  ;  and  after  being,  as  I  believe,  fully 
armed,  wc  were  ordered  to  move  our  encampment  near  the  breast-work, 
which  we  did  on  the  evening  of  the  7th.  Surely  it  will  not  be  contended  by 
the  General,  that  the  Kentuckians  were  not  in  the  heat  of  the  battle,  on 
the  morning  of  the  8th,  as  1  am  sure  we  could  not  have  been  posted  more 
iiidiciously  to  oppose  the  enemy.  Patterson's  company,  which  was  the 
right  of  Harrison's  battalion,  was  on  the  right  of  the  battery,  commanded 
by  lieutenant  Spotts — mine  to  theleft — the  balance  of  the  battalion  still  to 
my  left — and  Slaughter's  regiment  to  the  right  of  Patterson.  The  advan- 
cing  column  of  the  enemy  came  directly  in  front  of  the  right  of  Harrison's 
battalion  and  the  left  of  Slaughter's  regiment,  and  to  the  right  of  my  com- 
pany fifteen  or  twenty  steps. 
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As  to  the  number  of  inea  that  crossed  the  river  after  the  Latllc,  under  ibe 
commarid  of  major  Harrifcon,  I  cannot  tpeak  uilh  certainty  ;  for  when  we 
received  orders  to  march  to  their  assistance,  the  firing  had  nut,  1  believe^ 
ceased  on  the  other  bide,  and  we  marched  as  fast  as  possihle  to  the  cily, 
which  wasahoiil  five  miles.  Wiien  we  jnet  Morgan's  troops,  they  appeared 
til  00  in  the  utmost  coofuriinn  ;  we  lialled  at  a  breast-work  which  had  beea 
coinmenced  about  a  mile  or  three  quarters  above  the  woiks  that  Morgan  Lad 
been  driven  fron),  and  wliich  the  enemy  then  occupied  ;  to  my  surprise  and 
astonishment,  although  we  were  so  near  the  enemy,  no  sentinels  were  post- 
ed in  front  of  us  until  dark,  wiien  major  Harrison  and  myself  became  alarm-, 
cd  at  our  exposed  situation;  and  lie  went  to  general  Morgan  as  be  after- 
wards informed  me,  and  urged  the  necessity  of  having  sentinels  posted  ia 
cur  front.  On  the  morning  df  the  9th,  we  formed  and  marched  to  attack 
the  enemy  at  ♦lorgan's  breast  work,  but  when  we  arrived  we  found  that  the 
enemy  had  departed  and  re-crossed  the  nver.  The  troops  under  major 
Harrison  tlien  recrossed  llie  river,  and  joined  your  command  in  the 
evening.  Those  under  colonel  Davis,  did  not  cross  the  river  for  several 
days. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  sir,  your  friend,  &c. 

ALNEY  McLEAN. 


HopJcbtsville,  Ky.  August  26,  1817. 

Dear  General  : 

I  have  this  day  received  a  letter,  from  the  Hon.  A.  McLean,  desi- 
ring me  at  your  request,  to  forward  to  you  a  statement  of  the  number  of  the 
troops,  arms,  S.-c.  under  my  command,  on  the  uth  of  January,  1815  ;  1  will, 
therefore,  with  pleasure,  give  you  a  relation  of  the  events  of  that  day,  aa 
far  as  my  recollection  now  serves  me.  The  troops  under  ray  command,  en- 
gaged in  the  battieof  the  Sih  of  January,  1815,  amounted  to  three  hundred 
tiud  five  men.  I  do  not  recollect  with  certainty  the  number  of  men  in  Col. 
Slaughter's  regiment  engaged  in  the  battle  of  the  3lh,  but  suppose  them  to 
have  amounted  lo  about  seven  hundred.  1  believe  the  wljole  nnmber  of 
troops  that  crossed  the  river  under  my  command  to  be  between  five  and  sis 
hundred  in  all.  consislicg  of  a  part  of  my  battalion  and  a  battalion  from 
colonel  Slaughter's  regiment.  The  troops  under  my  command,  who  fought 
in  the  battle  of  the  8th,  I  can  state  from  actual  examinaliou,  xcere  completely 
armed  and  equipped  ;  by  order  of  general  Adair,  that  part  of  my  battalion, 
who  were  not  previously  armed,  were  supplied  on  the  Cth  and  7lh.  Colonel 
Slaughter's  regiment  and  my  battalion  were  then  marched  to  the  lines  un- 
der tiie  command  of  general  Adair,  where  my  battalion  was  stationed  im- 
mediately on  the  left  of  colonel  Slaughter's  regiment.  The  enemy,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  action,  made  an  attack  on  our  batteries,  at  the  right 
of  my  battalion,  and  on  the  left  wing  of  colonel  Slaughter's  regiment. 
These  are  all  the  facts  that  now  occur  to  my  recollection,  relative  to  tlj<B 
battle  of  the  8th  January.  I  wish  you  success,  io  your  laudable  attempts  lo 
stipporf  the  honor  and  dignity  of  our  troops  and  slate. 

J  amj  &c. 

REUBEN  HARRISON, 
Late  major  com.  1st  but.  \4th  reg'i. 
Ktntuckv  milHia. 
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Qctobir  8,  1217. 
DEAa  Sir  ; 

Your  letter  of  the  5th  inst.  has  juat  come  to  hand,  in  compliance 
with  which  I  can  state  the  following  facts:  Late  on  the  evening  of  tiie  4tb 
of  January,  1815,  after  landing  and  forming  our  cansp  below  Orleans,  you 
marched  from  general  Thomas's  command,  a  large  number  of  the  troops 
down  to  the  breast- work ;  as  to  the  precise  namber  I  cannot  be  certain,  but 
believe  6  nr  7  hundred.  I  was  then  appointed  officer  of  the  day.  and  did 
not  go  with  the  troops  that  evening;  they  returned  next  morniog;  ou  that 
day,  viz.  the  5th,  we  received  in  camp  a  quantity  of  arms,  to  the  amount  of 
55  or  60  stand,  which  I  am  certain  of,  as  I  was  present  when  they  were  dis- 
tributed to  the  troops  ;  late  on  that  evening  the  armed  men  were  marched 
down  to  Jackson's  liner.,  where  we  remained  underarms  until  the  next 
morning,  when  we  returned  up  to  camp  on  the  6th  and  7th^  we  received 
arms  frequently  from  the  armory  in  Orleans,  which  had  been  sent  there  for 
the  purpose  of  being  repaired.  In  the  afternoon  of  the  7th,  colonel  Slaugh- 
ter's regiment  and  major  Harrison's  battalion,  all  that  were  fit  for  duty, 
were  encamped  in  the  rear  of  general  Carroll's  line,  where  we  remained 
until  the  enemy  bad  retreated  from  their  breast-work.  On  the  evening  of 
the  7th,  we  received  a  number  of  arms,  which  I  bad  understood  was  on  a 
loan  from  the  city  exempts,  which  completed  the  arming  of  the  troops,  as  I 
knew  nor  heard  of  no  deficiency.  As  to  the  manner  of  marching  to  the 
breast- work,  we  marched  up  in  close  order  in  double  file,  the  left  of  the  bat- 
talion which  I  commanded,  to  wit,  captain  Berry's  and  captain  Farmer's 
companies,  extended  some  distance  further  than  the  front  of  the  enemy's 
column.  During  the  action,  it  was  always  my  impression,  and  I  had  every 
reason  to  believe  that  we  had,  on  the  morning  of  the  8th,  in  the  battle, fully 
1000  privates.  You  state  in  your  letter  to  me,  that  you  wrote  to  me  some 
time  since;  I  have  never  received  it,  or  I  would  have  answered  it  with- 
out delay. 

Your  sincere  friend,  and  bumble  servant, 

WILLIAM  WAKEFIELD. 


I;  Craven  P.  Ltjckett,  late  assistant  adjutant  general  to  the  Kentucky 
detached  militia,  certify,  that  on  the  7th  January,  1815,  I  banded  in  at  the 
Adjutant  General's  office  at  Head  Quarters,  at  11  o'clock,  (which  was  the 
usual  hour  of  attendance,)  a  written  report  of  the  strength  of  general  A- 
dair's  command  on  the  lines,  which  report  was  informal,  and  major  Chou- 
tard,  assistant  adjutant  general  to  colonel  Butler,  loaned  me  a  report  from 
colonel  Ross's  command  as  a  form,  in  order  to  make  out  the  report  for  each 
day.  Owing  to  the  unprepared  state  of  our  camp  for  writing  materials,  and 
the  badness  of  the  weather,  my  adjutant,  major  Meaux,  and  myself  made 
out  and  handed  in  a  memorandum  of  the  strength  of  our  detachment  fit  for 
duty,  for  three,  four  or  five  successive  days,  and  we  did  not  hand  in  a  formal 
one  until  the  12th  or  13th  January.  During  those  four  or  five  days,  major 
€houtard  and  colonel  Butler  told  me  I  must  make  out  a  written  and  formal 
report,  which  was  accordingly  done  by  one  or  the  other  of  general  Adair's 
assistant  adjutants  general  every  day  after  the  above  mentioned  dates. 

Criven  nnderroy  hand  this  8th  September,  1817. 

CRAVEN  P.  LUCKETT, 
Late  ass't,  adj.  gen-  to  the  Ky-  det.  militia. 
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September  5,  '1G17. 
«IR  ; 

In  answer  to  your  note  of  the  2d  inst.  I  can  with  certainty  state  the 
fulluwiog  facts  : — Late  oo  the  eveoin^  uf  the  4(h  January,  1UI5,  after  land* 
log  below  New  Orleans,  you  marched  from  ctiajor  general  Ihomas's  divis- 
ion between  six  and  seven  Lundred  men  to  general  Jackson's  lines.  '1  tie 
unarmed  men  were  to  receive  arms  near  the  General's  quarters.  We  re- 
ceived about  ten  o'clock  at  night  a  number  of  guns,  wtiicb  was  not  sufficient 
to  arm  the  whole  detachment.  Some  uf  the  men  unarmed  returned  to  gen- 
eral Thomas's  camp — those  that  were  armed,  about  500,  remained  with  you 
on  the  lines,  in  the  rear  of  general  TarroU's  command,  under  arms  duriog 
the  night — and  returned  to  general  Thomas's  in  the  fnoromg  ;  on  the  5th  we 
received  56  stand  of  arms,  and  all  the  armed  men  returned  to  the  lines  la 
the  evening,  wl)ere  they  remained  during  tbe  night  as  before.  On  the  6ib 
and  7th  we  were  frequently  receiving  guns  from  the  armory  in  New  Or- 
leans, which  we  had  sent  there  to  be  repaired.  On  the  evening  of  the  6tti 
all  the  men  that  could  be  armed  were  again  marched  to  the  lines,  and  oa 
the  7th  the  whole  of  colonel  Slaughter's  regiment,  amounting  to  about  650 
privates  fit  for  duty,  and  major  Reuben  Harrison's  battalion  from  the  14th 
regiment,  upwards  of  300  privates,  were  encamped  in  the  rear  of  general 
Carroll,  where  tiiey  remained  until  the  seige  t^as  over,  and  tbe  enemy  had 
embarked.  I'he  whole  of  these  men  were  not  armed  when  first  taken  to 
the  lines — but  wo  received  a  number  of  arms  late  on  the  evening  of  tbe  7tb, 
(as  I  understood,  from  the  city  exempts,)  which  completed  the  arming  of  tba 
detachment.  I  am  confident,  from  moruing  reports  now  inray  possession, 
that  you  had  in  the  battle  on  the  morning  of  the  8th  of  January,  from  959 
to  1000  privates.  We  were  marched  to  the  breast-works  in  close  order  ia 
two  lines — the  right  of  colonel  Slaughter's  regiment  was  placed  near  the 
battery,  commanded  by  captain  Perry  (as  I  now  believe;)  our  left  extend- 
ed along  general  Carroll's  command  some  distance  further  than  where  tbe 
enemy's  main  column  approached.  During  tbe  action  there  were  three 
companies  ordered  from  colonel  Slaughter's  regiment  to  pass  to  the  left  ia 
front  of  the  enemy  ;  this  order  was  executed  by  captains  M'Afee,  Woods, 
and  I  think,  Owsley.  Immediately  after  the  close  of  tbe  action,  there 
were  400  privates  with  their  officers  sent  from  ihe  lines  under  major  Harri- 
son, to  cross  the  river  and  reinforce  general  Morgan.  Your  command  con- 
sisted then  of  colonel  Slaughter's  regiment,  only  a  part  of  which  was  gone 
■with  major  Harrison,  and  amounted  to  about  550  men.  On  the  evening  oC 
the  8lh,  between  sunset  and  dark,  you  had  two  companies  marched  to  the 
breast-work  to  defend  the  batteries,  where  they  were  kept  under  arms  du- 
ping the  night;  this  duty  was  exclusive  of  the  daily  detail  for  guard,  and 
was  performed  every  night  until  the  12th.  As  to  fatigue  duty,  I  know  of 
none  out  what  was  performed  by  the  Kentucky  detachment  while  we  were 
on  the  lines,  except  carrying  the  dead  of  the  enemy,  and  delivering  them 
over  at  the  line  of  demarcation. 

Yours,  With  respect,  &c. 

SAMUEL  MACCOUIV, 
AdJ't.  I5tfi  reg't.  Ky.  militia. 


Winchester,  ^wg'us^  29,1817. 

I  eertify,that  I  bold  tbe  original  receipts,  given  by  tbe  quartermasters  ta 
^;e  thrae  regimenta  of  militia  deiached  from  Keotucky  lo  the  fall  of  1814, 
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to'rfeloforce  major  general  JackeoD  at  New  OrleaDB'-tbrninebDDdred  staod 
of  arms,  issued  tbem  anterior  to  the  7tb  January,  1815,  viz  : 


1814— Dec. 

regiments,    i 

tnosketi 

3d 

To 

Roger  Thomson, 

Qr. 

M. 

15tb 

225 

4tb 

M 

Zacbariab  Tannebill 

» 

)> 

13tb 

225 

f8l5— Jan. 

5tb 

)i 

Roger  Tbomson, 

«>■ 

j> 

15tb 

225 

6th 

}> 

Christ.  G.  Horets, 

j> 

» 

14tb 

100 

j> 

») 

Roger  Thomson, 

)> 

)j 

15tb 

10 

5» 

n 

Zacbariab  TannebilU 

j> 

}j 

13th 

55 

900 

I  further  certify,  tbat  on  the  lltb  January,  I  received  one  hundred  and 
^even  muskets  (a  part  of  which  were  taken  from  the  enemy  in  the  battle 
of  the  8tb  January,)  which  were  issued  on  quartermaster  Tannehill's  re- 
ceipt to  captains  Ternll^s  and  Peacock's  companies  of  the  13lb  regiment, 
who  were  marched  down  to  the  lines  on  the  evening  of  the  same  day,  and 
encamped  in  the  rear  of  general  Jackson's  quarters  by  bis  orders.  The 
command  of  those  men  was  assigned  me,  where  I  remained  until  the 
evening  of  the  12tb,  when  they  were  ordered  to  join  their  respective  regi- 
UBQtfr.     Oiven  nnder  my  band, 

THOMAS  P.  DUDLEY, 
Late  fumrtermaster general  to  Ky.militictt 


APPENDIX, 


From  the  Kentucky  Reporter  of  Feb.  26,  18\J. 

TO  EDITORS  AT  THE  EASTWARD. 

We  have  lately  seen  in  the  Boston  Centinel,  a  repetition  of  the  old 
palumny,  which  was  thrown  on  the  Kentucky  troops  at  New  Orleans, 
and  which  has  been  so  often  and  so  fully  refuted.  If  the  Centinel  and 
other  papers  in  that  quarter,  have  never  seen  or  never  published  the 
fallowing  documents,  they  will  do  an  act  of  justice  by  republishing 
them  at  the  present  time.  The  following  is  the  paragraph  which  ap- 
peared in  the  Centinel : 

"The  democrats  of  Kentucky,  who  clearly  love  a  froHck,  have  given 
com.  Barney,  who  has  gone  to  settle  io  the  western  country,  a  dinner  and 
a  desert.  After  being  toasted  as  a  '^patriot  and  a  soldier  "  the  Commodore 
made  a  speech  a-/a  mode  d' Anglais,  recounting  the  twenty-six  battles  be  bad 
fought,  in  all  which,  but  one,  he  had  been  successful,  and  that  in  that  one 
(at  Bladensburg)  his  ill-success  was  not  owing  to  any  blame  in  him.  "jy/ 
had  had  t«ii^  me  (continued  the  Commodore)  WOO  Kentuckians  instead  of 
7000  J)Iary landers,  Washington  City  would  not  have  been  sa  eked  nor  our 
country  disgraced.^''  So  far  so  good  ;  but  general  Jackson  does  not  appear 
to  have  quite  so  exalted  an  opinion — after  having  proTed  them— of  these 
Keotuckians  as  the  Commodore  has.  In  one  of  his  ofGicial  despatches,  after 
the  battle  of  New  Orleans,  he  says: 

"I  had  the  extreme  mortification  and  chagrin  to  observe  general  Mor- 
gan's right  wing,  composed,  as  herein  mentioned,  of  the  KE^TtJCKT  Mili- 
tia commanded  by  major  Davis,  abandon  their  breast-work,  and  flying  In 
a  most  shameful  and  dastardly  manner,  almost  without  a  shot*'!! 

The  editor  of  the  Centinel,  it  appears,  was  not  satisfied  with  merelj 
repeating  the  slander ;  but,  as  is  customary  with  the  editors  of  that 
party,  has  committed  a  kind  of  forgery  in  his  quotation,  to  give  the 
calumny  more  weight.  It  is  false,  that  general  Jackson  ever  wrote, 
in  one  of  his  official  despatches,  or  in  any  thing  else,  such  a  sentence 
as  that  attributed  to  him  by  the  Centinel,  or  any  thing  like  it.  The 
sentence  was  penned  by  that  commodore,  who,  with  general  Morgan, 
was  the  cause  of  the  retreat,  as  well  as  the  source  of  the  calumny. 
We  will  first  give  an  extract  from  the  "History  of  the  Late  War  m 
the  Western  Country,"  which  has  been  published  at  our  office  ;  and 
then  add  some  of  the  principal  official  documents  on  this  subject. 

"On  the  other  side  of  the  river  our  arms  experienced  a  reverse.  The  bat- 
tery erected  by  commodore  Patterson,  was  constructed  for  annoying  the  en- 
aray  across  the  rirer,  and  railing  the  front  of  our  worka  on  the  left  side  ; 
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an<3  during  the  attack  this  morning  it  was  employed  in  that  way  wiih  too* 
SI  iera'.'le  effect.  But  before  the  action  ceased  on  the  left,  an  attack  was 
also  made  on  the  right  bank.  The  8lh  regiment  with  some  seamen  and 
marines,  havit>g  crossed  the  river  opposite  ttie  British  camp,  and  led  by 
colonel  Thornton,  advanced  under  cover  of  some  field  pieces,  and  put  to 
flight  a  corps  commanded  by  major  Arno,  who  had  been  sent  down  to  oppose 
their  landing.  Continuing  their  march  up  the  river,  they  next  attacked  the 
200  Keiitnckians  under  colonel  Davis,  who  had  been  sent  half  a  mile  in 
front  of  our  works  to  oppose  them.  After  a  sharp  skirmish  colonel  Davis 
retreated  by  order  of  general  Morgan,  with  the  loss  of  about  30  men  in  kill- 
ed, wounded  and  missing;  and  having  reached  the  entrenchment,  he  was 
ordered  lo  post  his  men  on  the  riglit  of  the  Louisiana  militia.  The  guns  in 
the  battery  could  not  be  employed  agairtst  colonel  Thornton,  until  they 
were  turned  in  their  embrasures,  which  was  not  undertaken  till  it  was  too 
late  to  accdinplish  it  Before  the  charge  was  made.  General  Morgan  had 
500  Louisiana  militia,  safely  posted  behind  a  finished  breast- work,  which 
expended  200  yards  from  the  battery,  at  rigfit  angles  to  the  river,  and  was 
defended  by  3  pieces  of  artillery.  The  170  remaining  Kentuckians  en  hife 
rigiit,  were  scattered  along  a  ditch  300  yards  in  extent  ;  and  still  further  OB 
the  right  there  was  several  hundred  yards  of  open  ground  entirely  unde- 
fended. 

In  this  situation  of  things,  the  enemy  with  steady  pace  continued  advan- 
cing to  the  charge  m  two  columns,  under  the  cover  of  a  shower  of  rockets. 
Their  rigli*.  column  advancing  next  the  river,  was  thrown  in»o  disorder  and 
driven  back  by  Morgan's  artillery  :  the  other  advancing  against  the  Ken- 
tuckians,  was  resisted  by  their  small  arms,  till  a  party  of  the  assailants  had 
turned  their  right  flank  and  commenced  a  fire  nn  their  rear.  Overpowered 
by  numbers  in  front,  assailed  in  their  rear,  and  unsupported  by  their  com- 
panions in  arms,  they  were  at  last  compelled  to  retreat  from  their  untenable 
position.  The  Louisiana  militia  then  re<reated  also  from  their  breast-work 
and  artillery,  before  they  had  felt  the  pressure  of  the  enemy.  Commodore 
PaHerson  psrfieiving  how  the  contest  would  issue,  spiked  his  cannon  and 
uris  ready  to  join  in  the  retreat  with  his  marines.  The  enemy  pursued  thcin 
some  distance  up  the  :iver,  and  then  returned  to  destroy  the  battery  and 
ether  works. 

Patterson  and  Morgan,  conscious  that  they  had  acted  badly,  the  former 
in  not  turning  his  gims  in  tinie.  and  the  latter  in  leaving  his  light  flank 
tveak,  uncovered  and  unsupported,  whilst  his  main  force  was  uselessly  con- 
eeutrated  behind  the  breast  work,  determined  to  throw  the  whole  blame  of 
the  defeat  on  the  handful  of  Kentuckians,  who  had  the  misfortune  to  be 
present,  and  to  do  ail  the  fighiing  that  was  done,  except  a  few  discharges 
from  tha  artillery.  They  induced  general  Jackson  to  tell  the  war  depart- 
ment, tt)at"the  Kentucky  reinforcements  ?/»^/or/o?/s?^  Jied,  drawing  after 
them  by  their  example,  the  remainder  oi  the  forces" — and  the  commodore 
in  his  report  to  the  navy  department,  stigmatized  them  in  terms  still  more 
offensive.  A  court  of  inquiry  was  demanded  by  colonel  Davis,  before  which 
the  facis  were  proven  as  above  detailed.  The  court,  however,  merely  pro- 
nounced the  Kentuckians  exc'isnhlf;  which  being  deemed  unsatisfactory, 
general  Adair  again  pressed  the  subject  on  the  commander  in  chief,  and  at 
last  obtained  a  dry,  reluctant  sentence  of  j^s/i^raf/on.  The  detachment 
did  all  at  least,  that  could  oe  expected  from  brave  men,  if  it  was  not  enti- 
tled to  the  praise  of  UDCommoo  gallantry.  Hut.  L.  W> — p-  519. 
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SENTENCE  OF  TilE  COURT  OF  INQUIRTT. 

Head  Quarters,  7th  Mimtarv  District, 

Adjutant  Generates  Office, 
J^ew- Or  leans,  February  Withy  1815. 

GENEP.AL  ORDERS. 
At  a  court  of  inquiry,  convened  at  Ibis  place  od  the  9th  inst.  of  which 
^ajor  g^eoeral  Carroll  is  pretidcDt,  ihe  military  conduct  of  colonel  DaVis  of 
Kentucky  militia,  and  colonels  Dijon  and  Cavallier  of  Louisiana  militia, 
in  the  engagement  on  tiie  cUh  of  January  last,  on  the  west  bank  cf  the  riv- 
er Mississippi,  were  investigated.  The  court,  after  mature  deliberation,  is 
of  opinion,  that  the  conduct  of  tliose  gentlemen  in  tlie  action  aforesaid  and 
refwei  00  the  8th  of  January,  on  the  western  bank  of  the  river  Mississippi, 
is  not  reprehensible.  The  causes  of  the  retreat,  the  court  attributes  to  the 
shameful  flight  of  the  command  of  major  Arno,  sent  to  oppose  the  landing 
of  the  enemy.  The  retreat  of  the  Kentucky  militia,  which,  considering 
their  position,  the  deficiency  of  their  arms,  and  otiier  causes,  may  be  ex- 
cusable, and  l\\^  panic  and  conj'usion  introduced  into  every  part  of  the  line, 
thereby  occasioning  the  retreat  and  conl'usion  of  the  Orleans  and  Louisiana 
militia.  Whilst  the  court  found  much  to  applaud  in  the  zeal  and  gallantry  of 
the  officer  immediately  commanding,  they  believe  that  a  further  reason  for 
the  retreat  may  be  found  in  the  manner  in  which  (he  force  was  placed  on 
the  line,  which  they  consider  exceptionable.  The  commands  of  colonels 
Dijon,  Cavallier,  and  DesfluGtt,  composing  live  hundred  men,  supported  by 
three  pieces  of  artillery,  having  in  front  a  strong  breat-work,  occupying  a 
space  of  only  200  yards — whilst  the  Kentucky  militia,  composing  colonel 
Davis's  command,  only  170  strong,  without  artillery,  occupied  more  than 
300  yards,  covered  by  a  small  ditch  only. 

The  major  general  approves  the   proceedings  of  the  court  of  inquiry, 
which  is  hereby  dissolved. 

By  command,  H,  CHOTARD,  Ast.Adj.  Gen. 


Extract  from  the  letter  of  general  Adair  to  governor  Shelly,  dated 

"New-Orleaks,  April  10,  1815. 
"I  send  you  the  copy  of  a  lettar  T  wrote  to  general  Jackson,  and  bis  an- 
swer— these  papers  speak  for  themselves.  I  will  only  observe,  that  it  is  not 
my  wish  to  censure,  or  detract  from  any  description  of  troops  ;  but  it  is  due 
to  the  Kentuckians,  to  remove  from  them  improper  and  unjust  censures, 
and  to  give  them  credit  for  the  services  they  have  really  performed.,  I  will 
take  with  me  to  Kentucky^  a  certified  copy  of  the  testimony  taken  before 
the  court  of  inquiry  and  the  opinion  of  that  court,  and  deposits  it  in  the 
office  of  slate." 


THE  LETTER  FROM  ADAIR  TO  JACKSON. 

Mw- Orleans,  March  20,  18 U^ 
SIR: 

A  sense  of  duty  to  my  country,  and  to  the  corps  with  whicli  I  immedi- 
ately served,  during  the  late  perilous  campaign,  under  your  command,  has 
induced  me  to  lay  before  you  the  following  statement  of  facts  which  cacoot 
be  controverted. 
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"Late  on  the  evening  of  the  7th  of  January,  I  received  an  order  from  the 
adjutant  general's  office,  to  send  400  men  from  general  Thomas's  division, 
under  a  proper  officer,  who  was  directed  to  march  tbem  up  ibe  river  to  the 
city,  where  he  would  receive  arms  for  the  men,  cross  the  river  and  place 
bimself  under  the  command  of  general  Morgan.  Tliis  order  was  given  to 
colonel  Davis  at  7  o'clock,  who  immediately  marched  the  number  of  meo 
ordered  to  the  city,  where  about  200  of  them  were  furnished  with  indiffer'- 
cnt  arms — the  remainder  who  could  not  he  armed  in  any  way,  returned  to 
their  camp.  Colonel  Davis  crossed  the  river  in  the  night,  and  reached  gen- 
eral Morgan's  camp  at  4  o'clock  on  the  morning  of  the  8lb.  He  was  imme- 
diately ordered  to  march  down  the  river  until  he  met  the  enemy — to  attack 
him,  and  if  compelled  by  numbers,  to  retreat.  He  was  to  dispute  every 
inch  of  ground  back  to  the  generates  breast  work.  This  order  was  execu- 
ted by  colonel  Davis  in  its  fuUesi  extent.  He  met  (he  eneofiy  at  the  dis- 
tance of  half  or  three  quarters  of  a  mile  from  the  breast-work;  and  al- 
though deserted  by  major  A  rno's  command,  (with  whom  he  was  to  act,)  be 
formed  his  men  in  the  open  field,  attacked  the  enemy  and  firedfrom  three  to 
five  rounds,  and  retreated  under  a  heavy  fire,  after  receiving'  an  order  from 
the  general's  aid  to  do  so — his  men  still  returning  the  fire  of  the  enemy, 
who  pressed  him  until  he  passed  the  breast-work.  The  above  statement  is 
frilly  proven  by  the  testimony  of  major  Brown,  (aid  to  general  Morgan;)  by 
major  Tessier,  of  the  Louisiana  militia;  by  major  Jfohnston  and  doctor 
Hamilton.  No  biame,  no  censure  could  possibly  be  attached  to  the  Ken- 
tuckians  in  this  affair.  Colonel  Davis,  on  passing  to  the  rear  of  the  breast- 
work, was  again  ordered  by  general  Morgan  to  form  his  corps  (now  170 
3trong)  on  the  right  of  the  Louisiana  miiitia,  who,  500  strong,  and  support- 
ed by  the  artillery,  were  posted  behind  a  breast-work,  finished  and  extend- 
ing  200  yards  out  at  right  angles  from  the  river.  Colonel  Davis's  command 
,of  170  mea,  were  agreeably  to  the  general's  order,  formed,  or  rather  stretch- 
ed aloug  a  ditch  from  the  right  of  the  breast-work,  occupying  a  space  of  300 
yards.  In  tlii^  weak,  defenceless  situation,  they  received  the  attack  of  the 
enemy  in  front.  The  Kentuckians  here  again  fired  from  3  to  7  rounds  (all 
those  whose  guns  could  fire,)  nor  did  they  retreat  until  a  part  of  the  enemy's 
force  had  turned  or  pu?sed  their  right,  and  were  firing  on  the  rear.  Longer 
Tosistaace  must<have  subjected,  them  to  inevitable  capture  and  destruc- 
tion. 

For  the  truth  of  tive  facts  here  stated,  I  refer  you  to  the  testimony  of  cap- 
tain Holt,  captain  Ford  and  adjutant  Stephens,  taken  before  the  court  of 
inquiry;  as  likewise  colonel  Caldivell  of  the  Louisiana  miliiia,  who  had 
lite  ground  measured.  On  t!)e  right  of  the  Keotuckj  line,  thus  scattered 
alang  a  dilch.  there  was  still  a  space  of  open  ground, several  hundred  yards, 
undefended  by  any,  where  the  enemy  might  and  did  pass  to  their  rear.  No 
attempt  was  made,  no  order  given  to  support  the  Kenfiickians  by  a  delach- 
wient  from  the  breast-work — where  they  might  have  been  well  spared,  for 
il  is  la  proof,  ihit  Itie  enemy's  line  approaching  the  breast-work  on  the 
tevee,  was  repulsed  by  our  artillery,  and  fell  back;  nor  did  they  advance 
again,  iiniil  the  rightof  our  line  was  turned,  and  the  breast-work  abandon- 
ed. Thus  then  we  find  500  men  of  the  Louisiana  militia,  completely  de- 
fended by  a  breast  ".votU  in  front,  and  supported  by  several  pieces  of  artil- 
Lerj  ,  defended  on  rhe  right  by  the  Kentucky  detachment,  who  although  few 
in  iiiiuiber,  and  badly  armed,  wera  left  to  beat  the  whole  force  of  the  enemy, 
or  retreat  from  inevitable  destruction.  To  the  retreat  of  that  small  corps 
has  been  attributed  tlie  disgrace  of  that  day.  More  sir  ;  it  has  been  repre- 
sented bj  letters  from  this  place,,  pubtished  in  Teantssee.,  and  througho!?* 


tbe  tJnioO,  as  the  shameful,  cowardly  fligbt  of  a  strong  detacbmenl  of  Keo- 
tuckiaiis,  witliont  firing  a  gun.  This  calumny,  false  and  unfounded  as  il  is^ 
baa  gained  credit  abroad,  from  your  excellency's  official  communication  of 
the  9lh  January  to  the  secretary  at  war.  In  that  you  designate  the  Ken- 
tucky troops  with  general  Morgan  as  a  strong  detachment ;  and  again  say 
they  ingloriously  fled,  drawing  after  them  the  rest  of  the  troops.  You 
will  not  for  a  moment  believe,  that  I  can  mean  any,  the  slightest  reflection 
on  your  conduct,  by  thus  bringing  into  view  your  olficial  letter.  I  well  know 
that  communication,  as  well  as  every  other  from  you,  was  predicated  on  the 
reports  made  from  different  parts  of  the  army  under  your  command.  But 
you  will  agree  with  me,  that  those  reports  were  not  always  well  founded  ; 
and  that  from  various  causes,  it  was  often  difficult  for  you  to  obtain  any  re- 
port, during  the  day,  of  the  transactions  that  took  place  on  the  night  previ- 
ous. In  your  letter  of  the  9lh  January,  you  say  you  received  but  little  ad- 
ditional strength  from  the  arrival  of  the  Kentuckians,  but  few  of  that  de 
tachment  bei»g  armed  :  and  again,  speaking  of  the  morning  of  the  8tb,  you 
say ,  the  enemy  was  repulsed  by  the  troops  under  generals  Carroll  and  Coffee, 
and  a  dwision  of  the  Kentucky  militia.  This  taken  with  other  parts  of  that 
communication,  in  which  the  Kentucky  troops  are  mentioned,  has  given 
rise  to  an  opinion  in  many  parts  of  the  Union,  that  but  fevi  of  the  Kentucky 
naen  fought  on  the  lines  on  the  morning  of  the  8th.  Your  report,  strictly 
true  so  far  as  related  to  the  arrival  of  the  Kentucky  troops,  and  to  their  sit- 
uation on  your  lines  on  the  5th  and  6th  of  January,  not  more  tbao  550  of 
them  being  armed  until  the  evening  of  the  7tb,  yet  has  a  tendency  to  mis- 
lead as  to  their  numbers  on  the  8th.  On  the  7th  I  received  from  a  corps  of 
exempts  in  the  city  between  4  and  500  muskets  and  bayonets,  on  a  loan  for 
three  days  ;  with  this  timely  supply  of  arms  we  were  enabled  to  bring  on  the 
lines  on  the  morning  of  the  8th  fully  1000  men.  This  corps  was  station- 
ed, agreeably  to  your  order  some  distance  in  the  rear  of  the  breast-work, 
vith  the  sole  view  that  they  tnight  be  led  to  the  defence  of  any  part  of  the 
works  where  their  services  might  be  most  useful  and  necessary.  To  this 
wise  order  and  arrangement,  was  it  owing,  that  1000  men  in  addition  to  the 
usual  defence  on  the  lines,  was  brought  to  meet  the  enemy's  strong  col^ 
Umn,  and  to  oppose  with  the  ranks  of  from  six  to  eight  deep  bis  most  daring 
and  desperate  attack — to  this  disposition  of  the  troops,  we  may  in  a  great 
degree  attribute  the  unparalleled  destruction  that  took  place  in  the  column 
of  the  enemy  on  that  day.  I  thus  bring  to  your  recollection  facts  and  cir> 
cumstances.  which  although  they  took  place  under  your  own  orders,  may  in 
the  hurry  and  confusion  of  the  moment  have  escaped  your  notice  ;  and  the 
more  so,  as  no  report  was  called  for  on  the  8th  from  the  officers  commanding 
separate  corps.  The  court  of  inquiry  ordered  to  investigate  the  affair  on 
the  west  side  of  the  river,  have  by  their  report  acquitted  colonel  Davis  of 
all  blame  or  censure,  and  have  said  the  retreat  of  the  Kentuckians  may  be 
excusable,  from  their  position,  want  of  arms,  SfC.  The  language  in  which 
this  opinion  is  couched,  to  which  I  refer  you,  is  not  such  as  can  satisfy  the 
pride  of  a  soldier,  who  having  done  his  duty  faithfully,  has  been  slandered 
by  those  who  have  been  more  to  blame  than  himself.  At  the  request  of  my 
fellow  soldiers  from  Kentucky,  wtio  have  bad  the  honor  of  serving,  and  we 
trust  having  done  their  duty  under  your  command  in  this  last  perilous  hut 
Bi  )8t  glorion^  campaign  of  the  war.  I  have  been  induced  to  make  this  ap- 
peal to  your  justice  for  a  more  explicit  approval  of  their  conduct,  and  if 
they  are  entitled  to  it,  for  such  a  one  as  will  enable  them  to  meet  their  feU 
lewsoldiers  in  Kentacky  withoQt  a  blush.    Finding  after  the  retreat  of  tbe 
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eoeiaj,  thai  you  had  much  still  to  occupy  and  perplex  you,  I  purposely  de.* 
layed  this  application  uolil  you  might  have  leibure  to  attend  to  it. 

1  am,  sir,   with  the  highest    seatiineutB  of  respect  and   esteem,   your 
obedientservaot, 

JOHN  ADAIR. 
Maj.  Gen.  Akdretv  Jackson. 

EXTRACTS  FROM  JACKSON'S  ANSWER. 

Head  Quarters,  llh  Military  District, 

New  Orleaks,  April  2d,  1815. 

"Sir — I  have  received  your  letterof  the  20tb  ult.  but  a  multiplicity  of  en- 
gaffemenls  have  prevented  me  from  answering  it  earlier. 

As  nothing  would  give  me  more  pain  than  the  belief  that  I  had  done  in- 
justice to  any  portion  of  the  troops  coder  my  cummiiod,  so  nothing  in  such 
an  event  would  afford  me  greater  satisfaction   than  to  make  reparation. 

It  is  true  that  in  writing  to  the  secretary  of  war,  the  day  after  the  actioB 
of  (he  Gth  of  January,  giving  him  an  account  of  that  affair,  and  of  the  ar- 
rangements 1  had  made  for  it,  Idid  statfjj  that  I  had  ordered  a  strong  detach- 
ment of  the  Kentucky  militia  to  the  right  Lank  of  the  river,  and  that  they 
ingloriously  fled  before  the  enemy. 

This  detachment,  by  my  order  was  to  consist  of  400 ;  and  if  any  causes 
intervened  to  occasion  a  diminution  of  it,  yon  cannot  but  be  senisble,  that  I 
was  not  made  acquainted  with  that  fact,  until  after  the  letter  you  allude  to 
Jiad  been  forwarded. 

As  to  my  statement  respecting  the  conduct  of  these  troops,  it  was  foundedl 
on  that  made  to  me  by  commodore  Patterson  and  generrl  Morgan,  who 
were  present  and  commanding.  Their  statement,  1  not  only  did- believe^ 
but  was  fcouud  to  believe."  * 

"The  court  of  inquiry,  greatly  to  my  satisfaction, have  acquitted  colonel 
Davis  of  any  conduct  deserving  censure,  on  the  right  bank  of  the  river  ;  on 
the  lefl ,  it  gives  me  great  happiness  to  state,  that  the  Kentuckians  who  act- 
ed immediately  under  your  command,  sustained  the  honor  of  their  state  anri 
of  ourcommon  country. 

1  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  sir. 

Your  obedient  servant, 

ANDREW  JACKSON, 
J\Iaj.  Gen.  Commanding  Ith  Mil.  District.^' 

♦'Gen.  John  Adair." 

■     A  few  davs  after  the  above  was  written,  the  general  subjoined  the 
following  remarks  to  the  opinion  of  the  court  of  inquirj"^ : 

"The  ereneral  is  impressed  with  a  belief  that  the  conduct  of  the  detach- 
ment of  Kentucky  fnililia  composing  colonel  D-.ivis's  command  on. the  S'iy  of 
January,  has  beet!  misrepresented,  and  that  their  retreat  was  not  only  excu- 
sable, but  absolutely  justifiable,  owing  to  the  unfortunate  position  ia  -whicb 
they  were  placed," 

*'J^ etc- Orleans,  April  4th,  1B15," 
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From  the  Kentucky  Reporter  of  March  19,  1817. 
TO  EDITORS  AT  THE  EASTWARD. 
A  lew  weeks  ago,  we  published  some  documents  relative  to  the  slan- 
(itr  of  the  Kentucky  troops,  who  acted  on  the  right  bank  of  the  Mis- 
lissippi  in  the  great  battle  of  New-Orleans,  with  a  request  that  you 
would  republish  them  in  your  papers.  Among  those  documents  there 
was  a  paragraph  in  the  following  words,  which  we  published  as  remarks 
subjoined  by  general  Jackson  to  the  opinion  of  the  court  of  inquiry, 
which  investigated  the  conduct  of  the  Kentucky  troops  on  that  ©cca- 
sion : — 

"The  General  is  impressed  with  a  belief,  that  the  conduct  of  the  detach* 

''oient  of  KcDtuctey  militia  composing  colonel  Davis's  command  on  the  8tb 

"of  January,  has  been  misrepresented,  and  that  their  retreat  was  not  only 

"excusable,  but  absolutely  jiistifiable,  owing  to  the  unfortunate  positioo  in 

•which  tbey  were  placed" — (dated)  "New-Orleans,  April  4tb,  1815." 

We  have  since  received  a  letter  from  general  Jackson,  in  which  he 
informs  us,  that  those  remarks  were  not  subjoined  by  him.  It  appears, 
they  proceeded  from  major  general  Thomas,  the  commanding  officer 
of  the  Kentucky  troops  on  that  campaign,  and  have  been  through  mis- 
take attributed  to  the  former.  This  mistake  should  be  corrected,  and 
the  manner  in  which  it  originated,  explained.  On  referring  to  the  files 
of  newspapers  of  that  period,  we  find  that  the  paragraph  in  question 
was  first  published  at  Frankfort  in  June,  1815,  as  a  communication 
from  major  H.  P.  Helm,  addressed  to  the  editors  of  the  Kentucky  Pal- 
ladium, in  form  as  follows : — 

''Ilardinsburgk,  .May  20,  1815. 
Gentlemen : 

At  the  request  of  general  Thomas  and  the  greater  part  of  the 
detachment  of  Kentucky  militia,  I  have  enclosed  you  a  copy  of  the  decisioa 
of  the  court  of  inquiry,  convened  for  the  purpose  of  ascertainiopf  the  causes 
of  the  defeat  on  the  8th  January,  on  the  west  bank  of  the  Mississippi.  I 
discover,  that  a  number  of  the  editors  in  Kentucky  have  published  the  decis- 
ion of  the  court  without  the  subjoined  remarks  of  the  general,  (perhaps  be- 
fore they  were  added,)  and  probably  you  may  have  also  published  it;  but  as 
the  subjoined  remarks  are  much  more  satisfactory  than  the  decision  of  (he 
court,  it  is  hoped  you  vyill  be  so  good  at  to  give  it  another  insertion,  togeth* 
er  with  the  subjoined  remarks  of  the  general. 

I  have  just  returned  from  New-Orleans,  but  have  no  news  worth  your  at- 
tention. I  left  New  Orleans  on  the  16th  of  April.  Gen.  Adair  has  gone 
ihrough  the  Attackapas,  but  I  presume  he  will  soon  be  at  home.  One  hun- 
dred and  five  of  the  Kentucky  sick  came  on  with  me,  and  the  remainder  will 
soon  be  on.  I  travelled  with  general  Jackson  to  the  Ghoctaw  agent's, 
Mrhere  I  left  him,  but  presume  he  is  in  Nashville  before  Ihja. 
I  am,  sir,  very  resnectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

'       '  H.  P.  HELM, 

Major  and  Sec*y.  to  Maj.  Gen.  Thomas.' 

The  proceedings  of  the  court  were  according!}^  republished,  witli 
the  "subjoined  remarks,"  to  which  was  affixed  major  Helm's  attest*- 
^«rn  that  the  copy  was  correct. 
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This  publication  was  accompanied  by  a  comment  from  the  editors  of 
the  Palladium,  in  which  they  attributed  the  "subjoined  remarks"  to 
general  Jackson — several  gentlemen,  to  whom  they  had  shown  the 
communication  from  major  Helm,  and  among  them  governor  Shelby 
and  general  Hardin,  having,  we  understand,  concurred  in  that  opinion. 
The  attestation  by  major  Helm  would  indicate,  that  the  remarks  were 
added  by  general  Thomas ;  but  as  the  rest  of  the  communication 
seemed  to  refer  them  to  general  Jackson,  it  was  supposed  that  the  at- 
testation §was  a  careless  informality,  which  applied  only  to  the  copy 
communicated  by  major  Helm.  This  construction  was  never  contra- 
dicted by  any  one :  we  therefore  published  the  paragraph  as  coming 
from  general  Jackson,  though  we  still  had  doubts  whether  it  ought  to 
be  attributed  to  him  or  general  Thomas.  We  thought,  if  it  came  from 
Jackson,  it  was  honorable  to  him  as  an  act  of  impartial  justice  ;  but  in 
any  case  a  matter  of  no  consequence,  as  respected  the  Kentucky 
troops — for  their  high  character  for  bravery  and  patriotism  had  been 
supported  by  their  gallantry  and  good  conduct  in  every  campaign  in 
which  they  had  any  participation.  We  knew  that  the  misrepresenta- 
tion of  their  conduct,  in  this  instance,  originated  with  Patterson  and 
Morgan,  whose  statements  the  commander  in  chief  was  "bound  to  be- 
lieve"— we  knew  also,  that  general  Jackson  had  approved  the  excusing 
decision  of  the  court  of  inquiry,  and  expressed,  in  his  correspondence 
with  general  Adair,  his  satisfaction  at  the  acquittal  of  colonel  Davis  of 
any  conduct  deserving  censure,  on  the  right  bank  of  the  river.  In  the 
opinion  of  general  Adair,  the  facts  proven  before  the  court,  should 
have  induced  them  to  say  something  more  honorable  to  the  Kentuck- 
ians — we  think  so  too. 


From  the  Kentucky  Reporter  of  April  23, 1817. 

GENERAL  JACKSON  AND  THE  KENTUCKY  TROOPS. 

Our  readers  will  find  in  our  columns  to-day,  a  great  mass  of  matter 
on  this  subject,  which  many  of  them  will  peruse  with  some  interest. 
It  will  be  seen  from  the  documents,  that  we  have  endeavored  to  avoid 
this  controversy;  our  object  was  justice  and  conciliation,  and  we  are 
yet  unable  to  see  the  least  necessity  for  the  acrimonious  publications 
which  we  are  now  called  on  to  make.  The  reader  is  requested  to  re- 
vert to  our  publication  in  February  on  this  subject,  and  to  bear  in  mind 
the  circumstance  which  led  to  that  publication.  Throughout  this  state 
all  the  circumstances  relative  to  the  unfortunate  affair,  on  the  right 
bank  of  the  Mississippi,  are  well  known.  Every  impression  unfavora- 
ble to  the  character  of  that  detachment  of  Kentucky  troops  had  been 
completely  removed  by  the  facts  developed  before  the  court  of  inquiry, 
and  the  honor  of  our  fellow-citizens  had  been  ably  and  fully  vindica- 
ted by  general  Adair.  In  bringing  forward  on  a  late  occasion,  the 
facts  xelating  to  this  subject,  it  was  not  our  object  to  revive  the  feel- 
ings of  indignation  wliijch  v^cre  so  generally  felt,  at  the  time  when  the 
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injustice  done  those  troops  had  been  exposed,  but  merely  to  silence 
the  reproaches  and  sneers  in  a  distant  quarter  of  the  union,  where  we 
thought  it  probable  the  facts  relating  to  the  transaction  were  unknown- 
With  this  view,  we  merely  furnished  such  documents  as  had  long  been 
before  the  world,  with  a  concise  exposition  of  the  circumstances.    To 
vindicate  the  character  of  our  fellow-citizens  and  the  honor  of  the 
state  of  Kentucky,  will  always  be  a  pleasinj^  task,  however  painful  the 
consequences  in  which  it  may  involve  us.     In  the  present  instance,  we 
were   prompted  not   more  by  duty  than  inclination — we  have  always 
entertained  the  opinion,  that  the  misfortunes  on  the  right  bank  pf  the 
Mississippi  were  unjustly  ascribed  to  the  small  detachment  of  170  or 
200  militia  under  colonel  Davis.     Their  character  having  been  impro- 
perly assailed  by  officers  of  the  highest  reputation,  but  every  imputa- 
tion completely  refuted,  it  would  have  been  a  dereliction  of  duty  on 
our  part  to  have  remained  silent  under  such  conviction,  when  called  to 
their  defence,  as  well  as  to  the  support  of  truth  and  justice,  by  the  au- 
dacious tenr.erity  and  ungenerous  sarcasms  of  a  Boston  editor.     After 
a  publication  of  the  documents  relating  to  this  affair,  general  Jackson 
addressed  the  letter  below  to  us,  denying  the  "subjoined  remarks*'  to 
the  opinion  of  the  court  of  inquiry.     We  declined  publishing  this  let- 
ter at  the  time,  for  the  reasons  given  in  our  answer — but  the  error  to 
which  it  alludes   was  promptly  corrected  in  a  subsequent  paper.    The 
matter  then,  we  supposed,  stood  in  a  proper   light  before  the  public, 
GeneralJackson,  however,  tliinks  differently,  and  requires  the  publica- 
tion which  we  now  make,      We  have  remarked  briefly  upon  several 
points  in  his  letter,  as   we  have  a  right  to  do ;    and  we  have  done  it 
with  the  same  freedom  and  candor,  as  if  the  communication  had  pro- 
ceeded from  any  other  source.     In  the  discharge  of  a  public  duty,  as 
printers  of  a  public  newspaper,  we  make  no  distinction  of  persons.  It  is 
truly  unpleasant  to  us  to  differ  with  the  general  on  this  question — but  it 
is  unpleasant  only  on  account  of  the  high  respect  we  have  for  him — 
not  that  his  opinion  is  of.  so  much  more  weight  than  that  of  a  host  of 
others  as  to  decide  the  merits  of  the  point  at  issue.    The  facts  rela- 
ting to  the  case  are  stubborn  things,  and  cannot  be  changed  or  contro- 
verted by  the  mere  opinion  of  any  man.    On  these  we  rely,  and  while 
we  demur  to  the  grounds  taken  by  the  general,  he  will  do  us  injustice 
to  attribute  it  to  an  irreverent  feeling  towards  him  personally. 

The  apparent  object  of  general  Jackson  is,  to  tell  the  people  of  Ken- 
tucky and  the  world,  his  real  sentiments  respecting  the  Kentucky 
troops  at  Orleans — [\[s  prof e<;sed  object  is,  to  vindicate  general  Morgan, 
and  commodore  Patterson,  from  all  censure  whatever,  but  chiefly  tnat 
which  was  implied  in  a  remark  attributed  to  himself — but  we  believe 
the  effect  of  his  publications  will  be,  to  injure  the  character  of  Patter- 
son, Morgan  and  the  Louisiana  militia.  We  will  shew  the  grounds 
for  such  a  belief.  Heretofore  the  flight  of  the  handful  of  Kentuckians 
under  Morgan,  on  the  right  bank  of  the  river,  had  been  justified,  and 
the  blame  thrown  on  Morgan  and  Patterson,  by  the  following  facts  :— 
that  Morgan  had  500  men  well  armed,  who  were  all  posted  safely  be- 
hind a  finished  breast-work,  only  200  yards  in  extent,  on  which  three 
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pieces  of  artillery  were  mounted;  besides  a  formidable  battery  atth^ 
left  end,  on  the  bank,  under  the  command  of  commodore  Patterson  ; 
that  the  Kentuckians,  only  170  strong,  and  badly  armed,  were  "stretch- 
ed along  a  ditch  from  the  right  of  the  breast-work,  occupying  a  space 
ot  300  yards;"  that  "in  this  weak  and  defenceless  situation,  they  re- 
ceived the  attack  of  the  enemy  in  front,"  but  did  not  "retreat  until  a 
part  of  the  enemy's  force  had  turned  or  passed  their  right,  and  were 
fir:  ng  on  their  rear;"  for  on  the  right  "there  was  still  a  space  of  open 
ground  (Several  hundred  yards)  undefended  by  any  ;"  and  that  "lon-= 
gei"  resistance  must  have  subjected  them  to  inevitable  capture  or  de- 
struction." The  court  of  inquiry  blamed  Morgan  for  this  disposition 
of  his*  forces  ;  and  the  historian  has  blamed  Patterson  for  not  turning 
his  guns  sooner,  by  which  he  might  have  flanked  the  enemy,  and  have 
torn  them  to  pieces,  as  they  marthed  up  to  attack  the  Kentuckians. 
Heretofore  there  was  some  excuse  found  for  Morgan,  in  the  belief  that 
he  had  but  700  men,  and  that  the  force  of  the  enemy  was  1000  strong, 
and  was  consequently  so  much  superior  to  his,  that  he  was  not  able  to 
meet  and  oppose  them  in  the  open  plain,  on  the  right  of  the  breast- 
work, where  they  routed  the  Kentuckians :  but  general  Jacksdn  has 
now  let  out  the  secret,  that  this  estimation  of  the  forces  was  not  cor- 
rect. In  this  defence  of  Morgan  and  Patterson,  he  tells  us,  from  Mor»- 
gan's  own  shewing,  in  his  official  report  now  published,  that  Morgan 
hziA  sixteen  hundred  men!  that  of  course  he  had^  exclusive  of  the  ken- 
tuckians, fourteen  hundred  men  behind  the  breast-work!!  and  that  the 
force  of  the  enemy  which  made  the  attack,  was  only  650!!!  about  one- 
third  of  Morgan's  force,  making  allowance  for  his  superiority  in  artil- 
lery!!!! Nothing  more  need  be  said  on  this  point  to  exonerate  the 
handful  of  Kentucky  troops  from  the  charge  of  being  the  cause  of  the 
disaster,  or  to  convince  the  world  of  the;  great  injustice  of  ascribing  it 
wholly  to  them,  when  their  numbers  were  so  inconsiderable  compared 
with  the  whole  detachment.  We  have  subjoined  some  notes  to  the 
principal  production  of  the  general,  by  way  of  answer.  It  did  not 
appear  to  us  necessary,  to  make  a  more  formal  and  extended  reply. 


TO  THE  EDITORS  OF  THE  REPORTER. 

Kashville,  March  11,  1817. 

GEKTLEMEif  : 

lo  your  paper  of  the  28lh  of  February,  I  perceire  that  the 
Kentucky  dttaci.tneni  under  the  commaod  of  colonel  Davis,  on  the  right 
b&uli  of  like  Lviis^issippi  on  the  8lh  of  January,  1815,  is  again  brought  be- 
fore ibe  puulic  ;  and  1  tiave  seen  in  that  pubiicalion,  with  extreme  regret, 
a  toigcry  <.>t  the  blaclitst  kiud,  under  the  declaration  of  my  name,  for  the 
sxpreis  [jiirpi.se  of  miking  ii appear  to  the  world,  that  I  bad  joined  in  the 
ceusureof  cuaimodure  PatterSjo  and  general  Morgan,  for  having  done  in- 
jiitute  10  tijosc  iroojjs,  in  iiieir  official  report  of  thai  affair.  Had  nothing 
bi!  getiijuie  »^xirac'5,  fsom  official  documents,  been  attempted  to  be  given 
tutu'  rfojid,  y.'U  rnigiit  Uave  tuiiulaied  them  at  pleasure,  and  commented 
ur.>s  them  at  will,  and  1  aiioald  ha^e  remaiaed  silent ;— but  to  permit  a  for- 
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^eif  of  that  kind  to  pasi  iiocontradicted  to  poslenly  tor  a  truiu,  auii  ibr  sucl 
baseband  infamous  purposes,  would  be,  in  mc,  liigLlj  criminal.  I  allude  to 
the  following,  whicb  is  inserted  immediately  before  the  extract  of  my  an- 
swer to  general  Adair's  letter : — "A  few  days  after  the  above  was  written, 
"tbe  general  subjoined  the  following  remarks  to  the  opinion  of  the  court  of 
"inquiry." — "Tbe  general  is  impressed  with  a  belief,  that  the  conductor 
"the  detachment  of  Kentucky  militia,  composing  colonel  DaTis's  cora- 
"mand,  on  the  8tb  of  January,  has  been  misrepresented,  and  that  their  re> 
"treat  tvai  not  only  excusable,  but  absolutely  jnstitiablc,  owing  to  tbe  un- 
"fortunate  position  in  which  they  were  placed. — New-Orleans,  April  4tb, 
"1815.".  The  foregoing  I  pronounce  a  wicked,  wilful  and  corrupt  forgery  ; 
and  state  positively,  that  no  additional  remarks  were  ever  made  by  me,  to 
those  which  appear  in  the  general  order,  promulgating  the  proceedings  of 
the  court  of  inquiry,  and  signed  by  H.  Cbotard,  assistant  adjutant  general. 
I  have  therefore  to  request,  that  you  will  furnish  me  a  copy  of  tbe  paper 
bearing  my  signature,  and  the  name  of  tbe  individual  from  whom  you  re> 
ceived  it — that  tbe  author  of  this  forgery  may  be  made  known,  and  receive 
merited  punishment.  I  have  further  to  request,  that  you  will  give  publicity 
to  this  in  your  paper,  and  as  you  have  published  general  Adair's  letter  to 
me,  entire,  that  you  again  publish  it,  with  my  answer  in  full;  ^Hhese  papen 
speak  for  themselves."  A  copy  of  my  letter  is  her*  enclosed,  although  when 
written  I  did  not  expect  it  to  be  published;  but  as  it  contains  the  facte 
which  existed,  and  my  feelings  on  that  occasion,  I  now  wish  it  given  to  tbe 
world,  not  in  mutilated  scraps,  ushered  forth  to  suit  party  purposes,  but  ia 
full,  that  tbe  public  may  judge  of  it.  But  I  mMst  here  remark,  that  it  is 
most  strange  and  unaccountable,  that  the  400  Kentuckians  which  were  de- 
tached from  general  Thomas's  division,  and  ordered  to  cross  the  river, 
should  not  have  been  armed,  when  it  is  acknowledged  by  general  Adair, 
that  he  received  on  that  day,  from  a  corps  of  exempts  in  tbe  city,  between  4 
and  500  muskets  and  bayonets  on  a  loan  for  three  days.  Why  these  arms 
were  not  placed  in  tbe  bands  of  colonel  Davis's  detachment,  and  bow  it  hap- 
pened that  as  bjut  200  of  them  were  furnished  witb-arms,  and  those  indifTef* 
ent,  the  fact  was  not  immediately  reported  thrqugh  the  adjutant  general's 
office  to  tbe  commander  in  chief,  remains  for  general  Adair,  who  is  well  ac- 
quainted with  militat-y  etiquette^  to  explain.  Should  the  real  facts  relative 
to  this  affair,  and  all  others^  in  which  those  troops  acted,  Ue  wanted  for  pub- 
lication, all  tbe  reports  and  official  documents  which  are  in  my  office,  or  ia 
that  of  tbe  adjutant  general's  of  division,  will  be  furnished  upon  proper  ap- 
plication being  made.  Tbeie  fully  before  tbe  public,  the  merits  and  demer- 
its of  all  the  troops  acting  on  that  station,  from  tbe  commencement  of  the 
siege  of  New-Orleans,  until  the  declaration  of  peace,  can  be  fairly  judged 
of  by  an  impartial  public.  My  only  wish  on  tbe  subject  is,  that  the  truth 
may  appear,  and  that  tbe  villain  who  would  basely,  either  forge  or  fabricate 
a  falsehood,  may  be  dragged  before  the  public  and  receive  bis  just  punish* 
tnent. 

I  am  yotirs)  <S*c. 

ANDREW  JACKSON, 
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ANSWER  OF  THE  EDITORS  OF  THE  REPORTER. 

Lexington,  Jilarch  22,  1817. 

Major  General  Jackson, 

Sib — We  have  received  your  letter  of  the  lllh  inst. 
with  the  enclosures  it  cootaioed.  In  reply,  we  give  you  a  statement,  the 
substaoce  of  which  we  published  in  the  last  Reporter.  We  trust  you  will 
fiod  it  satisfactory,  as  to  the  origin  of  the  "subjoined  remarks,"  which  you 
have  deemed  so  offensive.  As  your  letter  is  founded  on  an  error,  (th«  as- 
sumed forgery  of  the  remarks,)  which  our  statettient  corrects,  we  have  con- 
cluded not  to  publish  it.  For  the  same  rfeasons — it  being  founded  on  an  er- 
ror— we  shall  forbear  to  notice  any  harshness  of  remark,  which  you  may 
have  intended  for  us,  presuming  that  you  would  not  wantonly  persist  in  cen- 
sure, when  apprised  that  it  is  groundless.  We  regret  that  this  error  was 
not  corrected  when  first  published.  Had  we  been  better  informed  respect- 
ing the  "subjoined  remarks,"  at  an  earlier  period,  we  should  have  avoided 
the  suspicion  of  intentional  misrepresentation,  which  unciandid  and  ungener- 
ous persons  may  be  disposed  to  indulge,  when  we  are  conscious,  that  neither 
in  this  case,  nor  any  other,  can  such  charge  be  justly  made  against  our  pub- 
tic  conduct.  As  individuals,  and  as  editors  of  a  public  journal,  we  spuro 
the  imputation.  You  will  observe,  in  this  instance,  that  the  public  as  well 
as  ourselves,  have  been  mistaken  in  attributing  the  "remarks"  to  you,  as 
they  were  published  as  yours  in  1815 — highly  respectable  and  impartial  men 
having  drawn  this  inference  from  major  Helm's  letter. 

We  can  assure  you,  that  we  have  had  no  "party  purposes"  in  view  in  ma- 
king the  publication,  but  the  vindication  of  our  fellow-citizens  from  what 
we  regarded  as  a  base  calumny,  which  still  continues  to  be  repeated,  though 
completely  refuted  by  an  official  investigation  sanctioned  by  your  name. 
As  you  did  not,  however,  go  to  the  extent  of  the  "subjoined  remarks,'^* 
which  have  been  erroneously  attributed  to  you  in  this  state,  it  is  perfectly 
correct  aad  just,  that  the  fact  should  appear  to  the  world:  but  we  cannot 
see  the  propriety  of  so  much  warmth  and  indignation,  at  its  being  repre- 
sented, that  you  bad  joined  in  the  censure  of  commodore  Patterson  and 
|reneral  Morgan,  for  having  done  injustice  to  those  troops  in  their  official 
report  of  that  affair.  As  the  injustice  done  by  them  was  notorious,  and  not 
only  calculated  to  injure  many  respectable  and  brave  men,  but  also  to  cast 
a  stain  od  the  proud  military  character  of  a  large  and  patriotic  state,  we 
can  see  no  good  reason  why  the  commander  in  chief  should  not  have  joined 
in  censuring  it.  Had  the  paragraph,  which  caused  your  letter  to  us,  been  a 
forgery  and  an  imposition  upon  us,  we  should  have  been  indignant  at  the  au- 
thor of  it,  and  have  cordially  joined  in  exposing  him  :  it  was  therefore  rea- 
sonable for  us  to  believe,  that  you  were  indignant  at  the  imposition  upon 
jou  by  Patterson  and  Morgan.  The  conduct  of  those  individuals,  from  the 
facts  published,  has  always  been  viewed  in  that  light  in  (his  state  ; — the 
people  of  Kentucky  are  satisfied  from  those  facts  that  they  alone  are  cen- 
surable. 

You  request  a  republication  of  the  the  letter  from  general  Adair  to  your- 
self, with  your  answer  in  full.  As  all  the  letters  from  which  we  made  ex- 
tracts, bad  been  heretofore  repeatedly  published  entire,  and  with  copious 
comments  too,  in  some  instances,  we  can  see  no  necessity  for  republishing 
them  again.  It  is  probable  you  were  unacquainted  with  this  fact,  or  you  cer- 
tainly could  not  have  accused  us  of  publishing  "mutilated  scraps,  to  suit 
party  purposes."  We  had  two  reasons  for  making  extracts  from  some  of 
those  letters,  instead  of  republishing  them  again  entire.  We  did  not  want 
to  swell  our  publicatioB  «riUi  unnecessary  and  irrelevant  matter;  and  we 
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tiould  Dot  see  ho«7  it  would  add,  either  to  your  hooors  or  tiiose  of  the  Kea- 
tncky  troops,  to  republish  the  whole  of  the  coDtroversy  beiweeo  jourseU 
aod  general  Adair  ;  wc  accordingly  left  out  that  part  of  your  answer  to  gei»- 
eral  Adair,  in  which  you  controvert  his  statement  as  to  (he  force  of  ib« 
Kentuckians  on  the  lines  in  the  battle  of  the  8tb,  together  with  his  explana- 
tion in  his  letter  to  governor  Shelby,  which  has  been  repeatedly  published 
entire  in  this  state  also.  But  as  you  refer  to  general  Adair  on  this  point,  if 
he  chooses  to  give  any  further  explanation,  he  shall  have  an  oppurlunitf 
of  doiog  80.  His  letters  which  have  been  published  entire  in  company  witti 
your«  in  full  to  him,  are  entirely  satisfactory  as  to  the  good  conduct  of  the 
troops  CO  the  right  bank  of  the  river,  aod  likewise  as  to  the  number  enga- 
ged on  the  left  bank.  If  there  are  any  other  facts  we  will  readily  publish 
them. 

We  return  you  our  thanks  for  your  civility  in  informing  us,  that  if  any  of 
the  official  doctiments  in  your  office  should  be  wanting  for  publication,  they 
will  be  furnished  on  proper  application  being  made  :  And  we  join  with  you 
in  declaring,  that  our  only  wish  on  the  subject  is,  that  the  truth  may  appear. 
Impartial  justice  is  all  the  people  of  Kentucky  wish^and  if  they  have 
been  wrong  in  censuring  Patterson  and  Morgan  for  misrepresenting  the 
conduct  of  their  t'ellow-citizens  on  the  right  bank  of  the  river,  they  will  re- 
tract when  convinced  of  their  error:  at  least,  we  shall  deem  it  our  duty  to 
publish  aoy  facts  that  may  be  offered  to  exculpate  Patteraoo  aod  Morgan 
from  the  censure,  and  to  fix  it  where  it  ought  to  be. 
We  are  yours,  &c. 

WORSLEY  *  SMITH. 

P.  S. — We  do  not  wish  you  to  believe,  that  we  would  obstinately  refuse 
1^0  publish  in  our  paper  aoy  thing  that  you  might  desire  us  to  publish  We 
have  given  you  our  reasons  for  declining  to  publish  and  republish  what  you 
have  now  requested  ;  but  if  these  reasons  are  not  satisfactory  to  you,  we 
will  publish  any  thing  for  you  which  is  not  abusive,  or  disrespectful  to  our- 
selves. The  object  of  our  late  publication  was  to  send  to  the  editors  of 
eastern  papers  such  documents  as  would  set  the  conduct  aod  services  of 
the  Kentuckians  in  a  proper  light  in  that  part  of  the  union,  where  their 
character  had  sustained  the  greatest  injury,  by  the  mistatemeota  of  Patter- 
son and  Morgan,  and  where  these  mistatements  seemed  still  to  be  believed. 
In  that  publication  it  was  not  intended  to  bring  your  name  improperly  be- 
fore the  public,  for  we  are  fully  sensible  of  the  value  of  the  important  ser- 
vices you  have  rendered  your  country,  aod  impressed  with  a  proper  degree 
of  respect  for  your  character. 

Yours,  &c. 

W.  &  S. 


JVashville,  lUh  April,  1817. 

Messrs.  WoRSLET  &  Smith, 

Gentlemen — Your  letter  of  the  22d  ult.  assigning  your 
reasons  for  not  having  published,  agreeably  to  my  request,  my  letter  to  yoa 
bearing  date  the  lltb  March,  has  been  received. 

At  tlie  time  that  letter  was  written,  1  can  assure  you  I  bad  not  the  most 
distant  idea  that  aoy  harshness  of  remark  against  the  authors  of  the  base 
fabrication,  commented  on,  could  apply  to  you  ;  that  forgery  was  published 
to  the  world  by  you,  under  the  declaration  of  my  name,  not  as  ai  extract 
from  the  Palladium,  or  any  other  paper,  aod  I  therefore  bad  every  reason  to 
believe,  that  yuu  would  not  bare  given  it  in  the  maoaer  ia  which  you  did. 
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unless  you  held  in  your  possessioo  the  original  documents  •.—{A)  bad  it  beec 
put)lished  as  ao  extract  from  the  Palladium,  or  any  other  paper,  I  should 
have  enclosed  you  ihe  follonriog  letter  from  major  Helm  to  me,  dated 
"Hardinsburg,  29th  May,  1815,"  oiae  days  after  the  date  of  his  letter  to  the 
editors  of  the  Palladium  : — 

"Sir — You  will  probably  have  observed  in  the  Reporter,  a  remark  made 
*'by  geoeral  Thomas,  or  ratber  by  myself,  as  secretary  to  general  Thomas, 
"respecting  the  conduct  of  the  detachment  of  Kentucky  militia  composing 
"colonel  Davis's  command,  on  theSlh  of  January: — I  would  here  observe, 
"that  those  remarks  are  somewhat  ambiguous,  but  that  they  have  do  allu- 
"sion  to  you  whatever  ;  but  it  is  believed  that  the  conduct  of  the  Kentuc> 
"kians  has  been  misrepresented  to  you  by  general  Morgan,  to  whom  those 
"remarks  allude,  when  saying  tlieir  conduct  has  been  misrepresented." 
(Signed)  "H.  P.  HELM." 

This  letter  will  shew  you  that  I  had  every  right  to  believe  major  Helm 
bad  corrected  the  error: — It  now  appears  evident,  that  if  he  has  withheld 
this  information  from  the  editors  in  Keotucky,  who  hAd  published  at  his  re- 
quest this  base  fabrication,  tlie  above  letter  was  written  for  the  purpose  o f 
inducing  me  to  believe  that  the  falsehood  had  been  corrected,  thereby  to 
secure  my  silence,  that  the  thing  might  pass  upon  the  public  as  the  offspring 
of  my  pen  ;  [B)  and  it  will  prove  that  there  existed  somewhere,  a  combina- 
tion to  impress,  by  false  suggestions,  the  public  mind  with  the  belief,  that  I 
had  added  the  weight  of  my  disapprobation,  to  the  official  reports  of  the  af- 
fair of  the  8th  Januury,  made  by  comii)oJore  Patterson  and  by  general'. 
Morgan,  (C)  and  thereby  brand  those  two  officers  (whose  conduct  alone 
with  the  artillery  on  that  day  was  praiseworthy  on  the  right  bank  of  the 
river)  with  the  infamy  of  having  reported  falsehoods.  How  far  your  own 
•hewing  in  your  letter  of  the  22d,  compared  with  the  publication  in  your 
paper  of  the  21st  ult.  and  addressed  to  the  editors  at  the  Eastward,  wil! 
shield  you  from  censure,  I  cannot  say,  when  they  find  that  at  the  very  time 
you  published  it  to  the  world  as  mine,  you  bad  doubts  whether  it  ought  to  be 
attributed  to  me  or  general  Thomas.  (Z>) 

Having  thus  far  premised,  I  have  to  state  that  your  explanation  is  by  no 
means  satisfactory;  the  effect  of  the  medicine  must  reach  the  seat  of  thV 
disease  before  a  cure  can  be  eSected.  Now,  sir,  this  has  gone  forth  to  the 
world,  attributed  to  me,  and  has  had,  as  it  was  intended  to  have,  the  most 
injurious  efTects  upon  the  characters  of  Patterson  and  Morgan.  It  ought 
and  must,  therefore,  iQeet  with  as  pnblic  a  contradiction  ;  that  done,  and  i 
am  satisfied.  [E)  You  are  pleased  to  observe,  that  as  my  letter  is  founded 
oo  error  (the  assumed  forgery  of  the  remarks)  which  your  statement  cor- 
rects, you  have  concluded  not  to  pnblish  it ;  but  when  this  thing  applies  to 
general  Thomas  it  cannot  admit  of  an  error.  General  Thomas  left  New- 
Orleana  on  or  about  the  18th  of  March,  was  in  Natchez  on  the  29tb,  and 
Aontioued  there  on  the  3d  of  .\pril;  to  prove  which  I  refer  you  to  an  ex- 
tract from  my  order  for  the  discbarge  of  the  Kenluckians,  Tennesseeans, 
and  Louisianians,  which  was  issued  on  the  4th  of  March  and  here  enclosed, 
with  a  certificate  of  Mr  Bedford,  both  marked  No  1— and  the  copy  of  the 
drafts  drawn  in  the  name  of  general  Thomas  on  me,  signed  in  the  hand  wri- 
ting of  his  aid  and  secretary,  major  Helm,  marked  No.  2.  General  Thomas 
and  major  Helm  reached  Nashville  on  Ihe  17tb  of  April,  as  proved  by  the 
statement  of  Mr  Thomas  Childress,  enclosed  herewith,  marked  No.  3 — 
and  partook  of  a  dinner  given  them  by  the  citizens,  which  you  will  find  no- 
ted on  yourjfiles  ;  I  am  thus  particular  to  shew  you  that  general  Thomas  was 
not  nor  coi4d  not  be  in  Orleans  on  the  4lh  of  April,  the  day  on  which  this 
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jliaper  hears  date  ;  of  course  heconid  not  have  given  it  en  that  day,  and  i* 
therefore  a  forgery  wlieii  applied  to  him  ;  (/'')  aud  J  arn  truly  astunifciit-d, 
that  the  mumeut  it  w  is  ascritied  to  him,  it  did  out  occur  lo  jou,  (hat  it  waa 
a  forgery  aod  Helm's  letter  a  wicked  fahncaiion  for  some  bahc  purpose. 
Major  Helm  said  in  his  letter  "I  left  New  Orleans  on  the  16ih  of  April; 
'■general  Adair  has  gone  through  the  Attackapas,  but  1  prebume  he  will 
*'8ooQ  be  at  home.  One  Imndred  aod  Lve  of  ilie  Kentnckj  sick  came  oa 
"with  me,  and  the  remainder  will  soon  t>e  on  ;  1  (ravelled  with  general 
"Ja  kson  to  the  Ciioctaw  Agent's,  wtiere  1  left  him,  but  presume  he  is  la 
"Nas'jville  before  this."  I  left  New  Orleans  on  the  6th  of  April  ;  he  slates 
that  lie  left  it  ou  the  I6th  ;  the  fact  is.  he  left  it  about  (he  18th  Marcb,  there- 
fore could  not,  nor  did  not  travel  witb  liie.  1  reached  the  Choctaw  Agent's 
a))oiit  the  last  of  April,  and  he  reached  Nasbville  on  the  I7th  of  the  same 
Diunth;  his  statement,  therefore,  that  he  travelled  with  me,  is  false  and  iin- 
foiind  d.{G)  It  has  been  cleaily  shewn  that  general  I'homas  was  not  ia 
New  Orleans  on  the  4(h  of  April,  the  day  this  paper  hearsdate,  and  it  could 
Dot  therefore  be  a  production  of  his  pen,  unless  the  date  is  a  forgery  ;  hut 
to  answer  the  base  purposes  intended,  it  was  necessary  it  should  bear  that 
dale.  The  ohject  in  view  is  well  explained  by  (he  extracts  you  have  givea 
from  the  History  of  the  Late  War  in  the  Western  Country,  that  it  might 
appear  that  general  Adair  had  beciome  the  hero  of  truth,  and  the  defender 
of  the  Kentucky  reputation  ;  and  had  dragged  from  me  this  "dry.  reliiclaot 
sautence  of  justifii;ation."  Now, sir,  I  have  only  to  add,  that  neither  gen- 
eral Adair  nor  any  other  man,  has  or  ever  will  drag  from  me  a  falsebood, 
and  1  was  unwilling  to  believe,  when  I  saw  the  extract  publJEhed  in  your 
paper  of  the  28lh  Feiiniary,  that  general  Adair  had  any  agency  in  the  pro- 
duction of  this  falsehood.  But  he  is  charged  with  it  by  the  historian  in  the 
following  extract  from  page  520:  "they"  (meaning  Patterson  and  Morgan) 
"induced  general  Jackson  to  tell  the  war  department  that  the  Kentucky 
"reinforcements  inglorioiisly  fled,  drawing  after  I  hem  by  their  example,  the 
"remaioJer  of  the  forces,  and  tlie  cominodore  in  his  report  to  the  na- 
"vy  department,  stigmatized  them  in  terms  still  more  offensive.  A  court  of 
"inquiry  was  demanded  by  colonel  Davis,  before  which  the  facts  were  pro- 
"veo  as  above  detailed  :  The  court,  however,  merely  pronounced  the  Ken- 
"tuckians  parci/«<t6/e;  which  being  deemed  unsatisfactory,  general  Adair  a- 
"g.iiu  pressed  the  subject  oD  the  commander  in  chief,  and  at  last  obtained  a 
"dry,  reluctant  sentence  of  justification."  Here  we  Lave  the  positive  de- 
ciaraiiou  of  the  author,  that  this  forged  paper  was  forged  by  general  Adair, 
and  it  remains  for  the  general  to  let  the  world  know  from  whence  he  obtaia- 
6d  it.  {H)  For  a  further  elucidation  of  this  subject,  it  may  be  necessary  to 
bring  into  view  the  date  of  general  Adair's  letter  to  me,  which  was  on  the 
20th  of  March,  and  my  answer  on  the  2d  of  April  ;  this  answer  did  state, 
that  "I  did  believe  the  report  of  Patterson  and  vlorgan.  and  I  was  bound  to 
"believe  it ;  but  that  if  any  confirmation  was  wanting  you"  (general  Adair) 
**rannot  havf  forgottpn  by  how  many  pi^rsons  it  was  offered,"  I  will  now  add, 
that  the  full  view  which  1  had  from  the  parapet  of  my  line  of  defence,  gave 
me  full  evidence  of  the  inglorious  flight  of  the  troops,  on  the  riglil  bank, 
before  the  enemy.  And  although  I  could  not  distinguish  between  corps, 
still  it  was  clearly  seen  that  (he  right  first  gave  way  ;  and  no  where  did  1  be- 
hold that  manly  defence  which  I  expected,  except  from  Patterson's  batte- 
ries, which  were  well  served.  (/)  This  statement  I  had  made  more  tbao 
once  to  general  Adair;  he  knew  my  feelings  on  this  occasion,  and  that  I 
could  not  be  brought  to  bend  from  them  ;  my  answer,  as  I  now  suppose,  was 
found  not  to  meet  the  purpose  tha(  was  expec(ed  ;  therefore  this  forged  dish 
pressed  in  the  true  i^paaisb  slvie,  was  produced  to  convey  to  the  tvorid  tbf 
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iJea,  expressed  io  your  quotation  from  the  History  of  the  Late  War  in  the 
Wefetero  Country,  that  general  Adair's  application  to  me  liad  produced  tliib 
"dry,  reluctant  seotence  of  justification."  Now,  sir,  you  bave  declared, 
that  Lad  you  found  that  an  imposition  was  intended,  you  would  have  felt  ih6 
earae  indignation,  which  i  had  expressed  ;  you  must  now  be  convinced  of  it, 
and  will  I  trust  expose  to  public  view  the  authors  of  (his  forgery,  that  they 
may  receive  at  the  bar  of  public  justice  merited  punishment.  1  hope  it 
will  not  be  found,  as  alleged  by  the  author  of  the  Late  War.  that  general 
Adair  has  had  any  agency  in  bringing  into  existence  this  piece  of  fabrica- 
tion; but  he  certainly  appears  implicated,  and  if  innocent,  it  is  due  to  jus- 
tice that  he  should  be  declared  ao,  and  the  real  source  from  whence  it  came, 
Mcertained.  {K) 

You  have  slated  that,  in  making  the  publication,  you  have  only  had 
m  view  the  vindication  of  your  fellow-citizens  from  what  you  regard  a  base 
calumny.  This  was  a  laudable  motive,  so  long  as  you  confined  yourself 
within  the  pale  of  truth;  but  when  advanced  beyond  that  in  their  defence, 
to  the  injury  of  merit,  unjust.  You  farther  stale,  that  "it  was  completely 
refuted  by  an  official  investigation  sanctioned  by  my  name  ;"  why  not  then 
let  their  defence  rest  upon  ihall — it  placed  them  upon  as  high  ground  as 
they  deserved,  and  an  impartial  public  would  have  judged  justly  of  their 
conduct  and  merit  upon  that  occasion  :  (L)  but  the  attempts  that  have  been 
made  at  imposition,  by  first  ascribing  tome  "dry,  reluctant  expressions  of 
justification,"  which  I  never  uttered ;  then  applying  them  to  general  Tho- 
mas, who  every  one  knows  had  no  right  to  add  any  thing  to  the  approval  of 
the  courtof  inquiry,  and  who  being  constantly  sick  and  on  the  sick  report, 
eoiild  know  nothing  of  his  own  knowledge  of  the  affair,  and  from  its  being 
dated  at  New-Orleans,  at  a  time  when  it  was  known  to  every  officer  that  he 
was  not  there,  shews  such  a  systematised  plan  of  imposition  on  the  public, 
that  every  one  must  believe  that  a  cause  which  required  for  its  support  such: 
basenessmuBt  be  bad  in  the  extreme.  (Jtf)  I  will  barely  observe,  that  it  is 
impossible  to  write  men  into  heroes,  who  fly  before  a  weak  enemy  without 
the  least  manly  resistance  ;  and  as  you  are  in  search  of  truth  on  this  subject, 
I  enclose,  marked  No,  4,  an  extract  from  the  journal  of  major  Howel  Ta- 
turn,  my  topographical  engineer,  whose  impartiality  is  proverbial.  (A")  I  al- 
so give  you  the  strength  of  colonel  Thornton's  command  on  the  right  bank, 
taken  from  a  report  found  on  the  enemy ,  which  is  believed  to  be  correct. 
Colonel  Thornton's  regiment  of  infantry  450  marines  200,  sailors  200,  ag- 
gregate 850.  The  sailors  were  left  to  protect  the  boats  and  cover  the  re- 
treat; the  balance  marched  up  in  three  columns.  The  command  of  general 
Morgan  amounted  to  about  1600  men,  as  appears  from  the  enclosed  letter 
marked  No.  5,  from  him,  dated  on  the  8lh  January,  after  the  battle. 

You  are  pleased  to  remark  that  yon  "cannot  see  the  propriety  of  so  mucli 
warmth  and  indignation  "  I  trust  thai  I  shall  ever  feel  an  honest  warmth 
and  incignation  when  I  see  truth  sacrificed  at  the  shrine  of  local  feelings 
and  i^erest,  and  an  attempt  made  under  the  aiithorily  of  my  name,  to 
blast  the  well  earned  fame  of  meritorious  and  deserving  men.  From  y^uv 
own  professions,  I  have  grounds  for  believing,  that  from  the  evidence  now 
before  you,  you  will  feel  equally  indignant  at  the  imposition,  and  belive  that 
the  troops  in  question  have  not  been  so  mncl;  defamed,  or  the  injustice 
done  them  so  notorious  as  you  had  supposed.  (0) 

You  state  that  the  reputed  conduct  of  those  troops  was  calculated  to 
stain  the  proud  military  character  of  a  large  and  patriotic  state. — As  well 
might  it  be  said  that  the  disgraceful  flight  of  my  rear  guard,  on  the  24th 
January,  1814,  atEnotochopeo,  had  stained  the  proud  military  character  of 
ttie state  Of  TennCTsef,    The  cases  are  similar  r^-I  witnessed  both.    And 


4t 

•oiiid  any  one  ever  lliink  tbal  the  disgraceful  digLt  of  a  fe(v,wiiiltto^* 
«rs  of  tfie  same  corps  fought  bravely,  and  sustained  the  honor  of  their  coua^ 
try,  could  attach  disgrace  to  a  slate  1 — Surely  not.  The  fact  it,  that  the 
K^nUickians,  like  all  other  good  materials  have,  and  ever  will  cover  tbem- 
selves  with  glory,  when  well  officered  and  gallantly  led  ;  but  like  all  other 
troops,  when  badly  officered  and  timidly  led,  will  be  covered  with  di%> 
grace. 

You  repeal  your  astonishment  at  my  warmth:  I  will  add  another  reasoD 
Why  1  feel  warm  and  indignant.  From  the  foregoing  extract  from  the  Hie- 
tory  of  the  Lale  War  in  the  West,  it  will  be  seen  that  those  fabricatiooa 
are  attempted,  through  that  medium,  to  be  handed  down  to  posterity  as 
truths  ;  and  that  too,  without  contradiction  under  the  eye  of  those  who 
knew  their  falsehood.  The  most  unworthy  and  dishonorable  feelings  are 
there  ascribed  to  me: — I  am  described  as  reluctantly  yielding  justice  to  the 
demand  of  general  Adair.  Such  degeneracy  of  feeling  towards  any  of  th<j 
troops,  which  I  have  had  the  bonor  to  command,  is  false  ;  and  to  ascribe 
them  to  me  could  only  spring  from  the  most  malevolent  breast.  Had  I  poa* 
Sessedany  such  feelings  towards  the  Kentnckians,  the  conduct  of  a  detach- 
ment of  tnem,  on  the  night  of  the  25<h  of  January,  uoder  the  command  of 
colonel,  now  general  Hiuds,  on  the  Bayou  Benvenue,  atforded  ample  room 
for  comment:  For  the  best  reasons  in  the  world  I  withheld  it  from  the 
pn>)lic.  It  was  never  named  in  General  Orders,  and  is  only  now  mentioned 
to  rebut  this  ungenerous  insinuation. 

I  trust  that  the  foregoing  remarks,  with  the  accompanying  documents, 
tvill  have  the  effect  of  placing  the  conduct  of  commodore  Patterson  and 
general  Morgan  in  a  proper  light  ;{P)  and  i  feel  the  more  confident  in  this 
belief,  when  a  view  is  taken  of  the  decision  of  the  court  of  inquiry— the 
time  when  it  took  place— when  the  danger  had  passed,  and  the  joy  attend- 
ant on  success,  had  induced  a  feeling  in  every  breast,  (from  the  influence  of 
nrhich  the  court  could  not  have  been  exempt.)  to  bury  and  excuse  every 
thing  that  might  tend  to  lessen  the  general  joy,  or  tarnish  the  Americaa 
character:  {Q)  added  to  which,  when  we  lake  into  view  that  the  inquiry 
vas  conducted  without  a  prosecutor,  and  that  only  such  evidence  was  ad- 
duced, as  the  individual  who  sought  it  thought  proper  to  bring  before  the 
court:  I  say,  that  when  it  is  perceived,  that  under  all  these  circumstances 
the  court  barely  found  them  ^'excusable,"  it  must  be  acknowledged  that  the 

reports  of  commodore  Patterson  and  general  Morgan  were  strictly  true: / 

trusty  at  leasts  it  will  be  believed,  that  J  have  ever  considered  them  so,  and  thai 
under  a  contrary  beliefs  it  would  long  since  have  met  with  my  decided  disap- 
probation. {R)  Justice  and  truth  are  my  polar  stars,  from  which  I  never 
have,  nor  ever  will  knowingly  depart ;  and  permit  me  to  add,  that  neither 
wealth,  power,  or  any  other  consideration,  can  ever  draw  from  me  a  false- 
hood, or  prevent  my  doing  justice.  Whenever  I  could  be  operated  upon 
by  such  ignoble  feelings,  as  either  flattery  or  fear,  to  do  an  ungenerous  act;, 
I  should  loathe  myself  and  wish  to  close  my  mortal  career. 

As  the  instigation  to  this  came  through  your  press,  lamdesiroijs  that  its 
refutation  should  be  made  through  the  same  channel;  and  therefore,  trust- 
ing to  your  promise,  request  tbal  you  publish  my  letter  and  the  documents 
previously  sent,  together  with  this  communication.  It  will  be  voluminous, 
but  with  no  omission  can  I  be  satisfied.  And  I  flatter  myself,  that  after  an 
attentive  perusal,  you  will  coincide  with  me  in  the  opinion,  that  it  ib  neces* 
aarj  to  ensure  the  end  contemplated. 

I  am  gentlemen,  very  rescectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ANDREW  JACKSON= 
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NOTES  BY  THE  EDITORS  OF  THE  REPORTER:. 

(A)  This  is  the  first  time  we  have  been  informed,  that  it  was  impro^ 
per  for  the  editor  of  a  newspaper,  to  republish  any  document,  as  he 

found  t  in  print,  without  meationing  the  paper  or  book  fron  which  it 
was  taken.  The  practice  of  doing;  so,  is  universal ;  it  affords  no  ground 
for  believing  that  the  editor  has  the  original,  the  paragraph  in  ques- 
tion was  not  "an  extract  from  the  Palladium" — but  a  document  pub- 
lished in  that  paper — and  as  it  had  been  before  the  public  nearly  two 
years  uncontrndictpd,  we  had  a  right  to  regard  it  as  authentic  in  rela- 
tion to  general  Jackson,  and  to  republish  it  without  referring  to  any 
authority. 

(B)  It  is  evident  from  the  concluding  part  of  the  above  extract  of 
the  letter  from  Helm  to  Jackson,  as  well  as  from  its  date,  that  Helm 
could  not  have  been  informed  at  the  time  of  writing  it,  that  an  errone- 
ous construction  was  put  on  his  letter  at  Frankfort,  and  of  course  that 
he  could  not  have  had  the  motive  in  writing  either  of  them,  which  is  at- 
tributed to  him  by  general  J  ickson.  His  letter  to  the  editors  of  the 
Palladium  was  published  in  that  paper  on  the  5th  of  June,  seven  days 
after  the  date  of  his  letter  to  Jackson.  Why  he  should  not  afterwards 
have  corrected  the  false  construction  given  to  his  letter  at  Frankfort, 
remains  for  him  to  explain.  We  shall  not,  however,  presume  that  he 
has  been  guilty  of  such  neglect,  until  we  have  some  shadow  of  proof 
for  it.  It  is  very  possible  that  he  may,  even  if  he  were  a  subscriber 
to  the  Palladium,  never  have  seen  the  construction  which  was  put  upon 
his  letter  in  that  paper;  and  of  coarse  he  may  be  entirely  innocent. 

(C)  It  proves  no  combinat  on  at  all.  Tiie  whole  amount  of  this  com- 
bination, ol  this  tremendous  conspiracy  to  betray  general  Jackson  in- 
to a  discharge  of  his  duty  towards  the  Kentucky  troops,  amounts  sim- 
ply to  this:  Maj.  Helm  wrote  a  letter  to  the  editors  of  the  Palladium, 
which,  as  to  form,  did  not  agree  very  well  with  the  rules  of  military  eti- 
quette, and  was  therefore  misunderstood  at  Frankfort;  and  a  justifi- 
catory remark  which  it  enclosed,  was  erroneously  attributed  to  gener- 
al Jackson,  when  it  ought  to  have  been  attributed  to  general  Thomas; 
and  neither  Helm,  nor  i  homas,  nor  Jackson,  nor  any  other  person, 
who  was  able  to  correct  this  mistake,  was  ever  apprised  of  it,  or  if  he 
■was,  he  thought  proper  to  let  it  pass.  It  would  seem,  howaver,  that 
Jackson  must  have  been  apprised  of  it  at  first;  for  he  telU  us,  if  we 
had  only  mentioned  the  Palladiu  n,  or  any  other  paper,  he  would  have 
sent  us  Helm's  letter  to  h.m — as  much  as  to  say,  he  was  apprised  of 
the  mistake  which  had  been  committed  by  the  Palladium,  respecting 
Helm's  letter.  We  can  assure  general  Jackson,  that  "the  weight  of 
his  disapprobation"  is  not  so  oppressive  to  tiie  Kentuckians,  nor  his  o- 
pinion  on  any  subject  so  very  influential,  tliat  there  is  any  danger  of  a 
combination,  or  conspiracy,  to  cheat  him,  or  the  public,  in  that  res- 
pect. 

(D)  We  cannot  perceive  how  any  censure  can  attach  to  us,  for 
merely  republishing  a  thing  as  we  found  it  in  print.  Our  doubts  were 
caused  by  a  variety  of  circumstances ;  but  as  the  publication  had  pass-, 
cd  nearly  two  years  uncontradicted,  and  as  we  knew  in  the  language 
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of  general  Jackson,  that  "general  Thomas  had  no  right  to  arid  any 
ttiiiifj;  to  V.\i-.  aj)j)iov;il  .if  the  court  of  in(iuiiy,"  we  tlioi^ht  oir  dou;>l8 
were  not  well    eih)u;5h  supported   by   facLs  to   be  suuinitted   to  tlie 
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public. 

(E)  [t  was  contradicted  in  a  former  Reporter,  as  publicly  as  it  w__ 
made;  yet  tlie  general  was  not  satisfied;  his  object  was  a  public  con- 
troversy on  tins  subject,  for  what  purpose  may  be  inlerretl  from  tins 
puolicatioii.  He  seems,  w(>  tiiirik,  to  overrate  the  importance  of  li<s 
npin.on:  it  was  not  tlie  sanction  of  his  name,  that  pro^luced  the  "m- 
jurijus  eifects  upon  tiie  tliar;icter  of  Palteison  and  Morgan,"  but  tiie 
btuooora,  unanswerable  matters  of  fact,  which  have  oeen  puulisaed. 

^i*')  I  o  iviirti  puf()us5e  IS  all  iliia  fiiriss  of  dticiiiiieiils  Aiiii  rtnavttiug  upon 
them/  Of"  wtiat  iinporiancp  is  toe  d;tle  of  llie  paper  iii  qtiestioiil  Mr  He. in 
has  already  informed  JicUson,  iliai  he  wroie  it  hmistlf  "au  secieiar}  to 
general  I'lioriias."  W^'ILif  I'humiis  had  not  auilioriac-d  hiin,  or  blK-uld  ois- 
avivv  liie  lemarli.  it  is  a  iijaMer  to  tie  eettlud  helween  Heim  aud  I  humas. 
Tue  pu:)lic  xeiitff  iiifortiied.  that  it  was  an  error  to  all  rit  tile  il  lo  Jackson, 
h  iw  caa  it  any  longer  he  a  <rtalter  of  interest  to  that  gentleman  1  Aijd  as  a 
qiestioo  t>eiweea  Helm  and  'riiomaa,  it  can  be  of  no  consequence  to  the 
pii  (lie.  Our  iinprcbsi  Jii  is,  that  Helm  if  not  authorised  txpressly  ty  'J'ho- 
mas,  ai  least  Ijoew  it  to  be  Ins  seatimenl,  and  tliat  Thomas  will  not  disavovy 
it.  We  have  (lever  iiad  any  communication  wKli  either  of  ihemon  the  sub- 
jeci.  Bill  in  truth  and  sioceniy.  ii  is  a  matter  of  no  imporiaoce  to  the 
piiilic,  wiietiier  major  Helm,  or  oreneral  T  liomas,  or  general  Jackson,  or 
general  any  body  else,  "was  impressed  with  a  t^elief'that  "he  KentncUians 
were  slandered.  The  facts  are  before  the  public,  and  from  the  J  nets  the  peo- 
ple will  i^ke  tlieir  belief . 

(Q)  We  leave  this  to  t>e  answered  by  major  Helm  himself:  whether  true 
or  laise,  we  know  not  ;  nor  shall  we  take  the  trouble  to  hunt  fui^dates  and 
documents  about  it. 

{H)  We  are  astonished  that  gneral  Jackson  could  make  such  a  mistake 
as  19  contained  in  the  anove  sentence.  Reader,  examine  the  extract  frt  tn 
the  History  again,  and  see  whether  it  is  possible  to  understand  it  as  -'a  posi- 
tive declaration  of  the  author,  that  this  forged  paper  was  furnished  by  gen- 
eral Adair."  Recollect  also,  that  the  paper  in  question  had  been  published 
by  Halm  in  the  Palladium,  nearly  two  years  before  the  publication  of  Ihe 
Hisvory.  We  are  auiiiorised  to  say  that  the  statement  in  the  History  was 
made,  on  the  authority  of  this  publication,  and  on  no  other  whatever. 
Tiirouga  Jilt  the  whole  of  these  pieces,  general  Jackson  seems  to  have  a 
spite  against  general  Adair,  and  to  be  extremely  anxious  to  fix  some  impu- 
tation upon  him. 

(/j  If  tuis  oe  the  fact,  it  is  a  little  surprising  that  Patterson  should  not 
have  mentioned  it  in  bis  report  to  the  war  department,  in  which  he  mentions 
that  Morgan's  12  pounder  and  field  pieces  were  fired  at  the  enemy  when 
they  charged  ;  but  says  not  a  word  about  his  own  fire.  On  the  contiary,  it 
is  clear  from  his  statement  as  il  can  be  without  a  positive  declaration,  that 
the  retreat  took  place  before  he  was  ready  to  fire  a  single  gun,  and  that  he 
never  did  fire  at  the  enemy  on  that  side  of  the  river. 

(K)  We  must  again  declare  our  astoniabment  at  general  Jackson,  for  stili 
calling  on  us  "to  expose  to  public  view  the  authors  of  this  forgery,"  when  the 
whole  mailer  has  been  so  fully  explained,  even  by  himself;  and  Ihe  most 
conclusive  proofs  published,  that  there  has  been  no  forgery  at  all  in  relation 
to  htm,  nor  in  relation  to  apy  other  person,  as  far  as  we  are  yet  iaformed, 
but  merely  some  mistakes  committed.    Jackson  himself  has  sent  us  above, 
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an  extract  from  a  letter  irom  Helm,  id  fvbich  Uelm  informs  him,  that  he  ha% 
as  secretary  to  Thomas,  written  the  paragraph  in  question  ;  and  yet  Jack-* 
son  still  calls  on  us  to  expose  the  authors  of  the  forgery!!  But  the  secret  is, 
be  suspects,  or  rather  wishes  to  create  a  suspicion,  that  Adair  is  at  the  bot- 
tom of  this  business,  and  has  not  only  committed  a  forgery  but  has  also 
made  use  of  Helm,  and  Thomas,  and  Shelby,  and  Hardin,  and  the  author  of 
the  History,  and  the  editors  of  the  Palladium,  the  Reporter,  &c%  &c.  as  hi» 
machinery,  to  effect — what !  To  persuade  the  world  that  Jackson  had  done 
Lis  duty  and  justified  the  Keatut:ky  troops  !  !  Is  it  possible,  that  Jacksoa 
can  so  far  mistake  the  estimation  in  which  the  mere  opinion  of  an  individual 
is  held  by  the  public,  as  to  suppose  that  a.  forgery  of  it  would  be  committed, 
and  such  a  combination  as  the  above  formed  to  palm  it  on  the  world  ?  Gea. 
Adair  can  answer  for  himself.  We  regret  that  be  is  at  present  absent  from 
this  state.  We  believe  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  "subjoined  remark," 
nor  ever  knew  any  thing  about  it,  except  what  he  may  have  seen  in  the 
public  prints.  We  have  had  do  coramuuication  with  him  on  the  subject. 
Whenever  general  JacksoQ  shall  furnish  us  with  proof,  especially  as  coD" 
'elusive  as  that  furnished  him  on  a  certain  occasion,  that  Helm  or  any  othet 
person  has  practised  an  imposition  upon  us,  we  repeat  that  we  shall  feel  all 
the  indignation  it  deserves,  and  will  expose  the  impostor.  As  the  genera! 
has  such  a  laudable  abhorrence  of  forgery,  and  of  attributing  to  him  re- 
marks which  he  never  made,  we  may  expect  very  soon  to  see  the  editor  of 
the  Boston  Centinel  dragged  to  "the  bar  of  public  justice"  to  receive  bis 
^merited  punishment,"  for  publishing  in  Jackson's  name y  the  Blander  of  the 
Kentucky  troops,  which  was  penned  by  Patterson. 

[L)  We  were  willing  that  it  should  rest  upon  the  facts  developed  in  that 
investigation  ;  and  it  was  not  with  a  view  to  place  it  on  higher  ground  that 
we  republished  the  justificatory  remark,  which  we  supposed  had  proceeded 
from  you  ;  but  because  it  made  a  part  of  the  documents,  and  seemed  pecu- 
liarly applicable  to  the  object  we  bad  in  view — the  refutation  of  Patterson's 
slander,  repeated  at  the  eastward  io  your  name. 

[M)  There  is  unquestionably  much  better  ground  for  attributing  "such  a 
gyslematised  plan  of  imposition  on  the  public"  to  Patterson,  Morgan  &.  Co, 
(W)  By  adverting  to  this  document,  it  will  be  seen  that  major  Tatum  pre- 
tends not  to  have  the  least  personal  knowledge  on  the  subject,  and  merely 
gives  an  opinion  from  what  was  told  him  by  Patterson,  the  very  man  who 
slandered  the  Kentuckians  most. 

(O)  On  the  contrary,  we  are  now  convinced  by  this  publicatron,  that  the 
defamation  and  injustice  were  more  enormous  and  flagrant,  than  we  ever 
could  have  imagined. 
(P)  In  this  expectation  we  entirely  concur  with  the  general. 
{Q)  And  among  other  things,  to  excuse  Patterson  and  Morgan  from  the 
imputation  of  having  caused  the  defeat  and  then  charged  it  to  the  Kei^ 
tuckians. 

{R)  We  beg  the  gencraPs  pardon  for  putting  the  above  passage  in  italics; 
i^siroportaace,  we  think,  entitles  it  tcr  that  distinction ^ 
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From  the  Kentucl;y  Reporihr  of  July  16,  181*. 
to  GENERAL  JACKSON  AND  THE  PEOPLE  OF  KENTUCKY. 

The  autbor  of  "The  History  of  the  Late  War  in  the  Western  Coiio 
?ry,"  has  seea  with  much  regret,  a  controversy  of  coDsiderable  warmth 
take  place  between  generals  J  acksoD  and  Adair,  growing  out  of  a  short  sen- 
teoce  in  the  History,  relative  to  the  jtistiScatioa  of  the  Kentucky  troops  in 
the  battle  of  New-Orieanb;  and  he  laments  that  he  has  in  part  been  the 
cause  of  reviving  painful  sensations  connected  with  an  opinion  prevalent  in 
Kentucky,  that  general  Jackson  was  prejudiced  against  the  troops  from 
(his  state.  The  course  which  has  recently  been  pursued,  seems  to  prove 
that  opinion  correct ;  else  why  accuse  general  Adair  of  furnishing  docu- 
ments for  the  History  in  a  dishonorable  way  "?  or  why  impute  malignity  of 
heart  or  intention  to  the  Historian?  or  why  so  great  anxiety  to  fasten  aa 
additional  stigma  on  the  Kcntuckiansi  When  the  general,  on  the  first  head, 
bad  all  the  information  that  was  necessary,  to  shew  that  the  obnoxious  jus- 
tification affixed  to  the  opinion  of  the  court  of  inquiry  in  the  case  of  colonel 
Davis,  was  written  by  major  Helm,  and  erroneously  attributed  to  himself 
in  a  public  print,  and  remained  uncontradicted  in  Kentucky  for  18  monihs-: 
and  upon  the  second  charge,  the  whole  history  of  the  previous  transactions 
io  the  South,  ought  to  have  convinced  the  general,  that  the  historian  thought 
very  highly  of  his  military  talents;  and  that  should  have  bad  as  great  an  ef- 
fect at  least  in  proving  the  impartiality  of  the  Historian  to  him,  as  the  gen- 
eral order  discliarging  the  troops,  to  which  general  Adair  was  referred, 
should  have  had  to  show  that  general  Jackson  was  not  prejodiced  against 
the  Kentuckians. 

The  author  at  this  time  feels  very  confident,  that  if  general  Jackson  bad 
taken  the  ordinary  method  of  investigating  this  subject,  or  had  been  more 
temperate  in  his  laic  publioatioBs,  much  unpleasant  feeling  would  have  been 
saved  to  himself  as  well  as  to  the  people  of  Kentucky.  For  the  most  satis- 
factory reasons  would  have  been  given,  and  in  fact  were  given,  for  the  ex- 
pressions in  the  History,  without  implicating  any  of  the  parties  in  dishonor- 
ithle  conduct,  or  unworthy  motives;  and  also  without  giving  the  people  of 
Kentucky  stn  og  additional  reasons  for  believing,  that  general  Jackson  has 
unfortunate  prejudices  against  them  aud  general,  Adair,  who  seems  to  be 
considered  as  a  rival  in  the  fame  attached  to  the  victory  of  Orleans.  Gen. 
Jackson  is  assured,  that  the  author  of  the  History  never  entertained  aO  idea- 
nor  wish,  to  deprive  him  of  a  single  sprig  of  the  laurels  acqu-ired  in  that 
battle,  nor  of  giving  to  general  Adair  more  credit  than  he  deserved.  7'he 
author,  as  well  as  the  people  of  Kentucky,  was  always  nnreserved  in  ex- 
tolling the  hero  of  the  south,  and  in  ascribing  to  his  measures  the  salvation 
of  the  city  of  New-Oi  leans.  But  at  the  same  time,  they  did  not  consider  it 
any  disparagement  to  the  commander  in  chief  to  assert,  that  general  Adair 
deserved  the  highest  praise  for  his  coolness  and  intrepidity  in  'he  hour  of 
battle,  when  with  the  common  soldier  he  stood  at  the  breast-work  in  tb« 
Btidsio[  equal  dangers,  encouraging  his  men  *'never  tojlinch—fighton—' 
stand  to  your  posts,  and  take  sure  aim.^' 

The  author  of  the  History  will  now  undertake  to  explain  to  general  Jack- 
son, the  stale  of  public  sentiment  prevailing  in  Kentucky  ai  the  time  the 
History  was  writlen,  and  the  reasons  why  the  expressions  wiiich  are  consid- 
ered objectionable  were  used  ;  which  he  hopes  the  candor  of  general  Jack- 
son will  acknowledge  to  be  satisfactory,  and  that  his  magnanimity  will  in- 
ince  him  to  do  justice  to  general  Adair,  who  I  assure  him  never  furnished 
any  matter,  nor  aided  ia  composing  a  eingle  line  or  senience  in  the  work 
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And  by  way  of  prelude  the  author  at  once  acknowledges  his  miataljein  at- 
Iri  uHiiig  tlie  jnsiificatioa  of  (De  detachment  of  Ki.'utticliians  to  general 
Jackson.  B,ir  ne  does  not  acknowledge,  after  heanug  ilie  whole  case  that 
they  did  not  deserve  it  unh^situtiiigly,  'I  o  give  a  full  new  of  the  sn^)Ject, 
we  must  refer  to  the  period  when  general  Jackson's  report  of  the  9th  of 
January,  1815,  arrived  al  Washioglon  City  and  in  Kentucky.  In  iLe  for- 
infr  place,  wheo  it  was  known  geijpral  J  ackson  had  stated  ttiat  "a  STRO^G^ 
'•DETACHMENT  of  (he  Keniiicky  troops,  oo  whom  so  much  reliance  had. been 
"placed.  iNGLoaiousf.v  fled,  drawing  afier  Ihem  by  their  example  the 
"remainder  of  ihe  forces  "  the  joy  of  our  meraners  of  Congress  at  the 
victory  was  da  nped  ^y  this  charge  against  their  corisMtuents  ;  and  commo- 
d  ire  Pittersorj's  report  to  the  navy  department  havu  g  corroborated  the  in-. 
telligence,  they  k  lew  not  wiial  apol  igy  to  make  for  their  countrymen,  the. 
splendor  of  whose  former  glory  seemed  to  be  seltifg  in  disgrace  General 
Ady'r's  letter  to  govern  jr  Slielby,  soon  after  ihe  bailie,  was  the  first  thing 
which  dispelled  the  glooru,  and  induced  Ihe  people  of  Kputucky  and  their 
representaiives  to  hope,  that  the  tionor  of  the  state  wuuld  ""le  ledeemed  Hy 
the  opinion  of  the  court  of  inqiiry,  which  general  A'lair  informed  them  in. 
his  letter  had  been  demanded.  The  honoia  'le"  S.-imuel  M'Kee,  almost  a- 
lone,  had  (lie  courage  to  siein  the  tide  at  Washingion.  and  defend  bis  conn- 
tryneo  friirn  ttie  cnarge,  which  he  asserted  upon  the  faith  Oi"  that  letter,  and 
from  his  koowledge  of  Ihfir  character,  to  be  unjust. 

Much  anxiely  was  fTipresstd  to  know  Imw  many,  and  fr'^m  what  part  of 
ihe  state,  the  fiigii ivps  had  gone,  who  had  thus  disgraced  thfniselvcs  and 
their  country,  in  <:  is  slate  of  put'lic  suspense,  the  auihor  cf  !i;t  His-cry, 
w  10  was  at  I  hat  time  engaged  in  <  ollpcting  ducumtnls,  received  from  an  offi- 
fi.jor  in  (he  ^ir  ny,  w  a  hai  b-^en  reque*'ei1  to  keep  « journal  of  passingevents, 
a  copy  of  the  opinion  of  'he  court  of  inqoiry  on  this  affair,  which  he  caused  to 
he  published  in  the  Lighthouse,  then  pn'disiied  in  Harndshnrg,  K.  which  re- 
lieved the  anxiety  of  ttie  people,  and  gave  a  new  tone  to  puHhc  sentiment. 
But  how  shall  1  describe  their  asiooishment  and  indignation,  to  find  that  this 
strong  ihtacknu-nt  of  Kentiickians,  consisted  of  about  ouf  hundred  and  seven^ 
tij,  nr  at  most  two  hundred  me  iH  that  they  fired  several  rounds  at  the  ene- 
mv.  were  not  supported  by  any  other  troops  and  had  only  a  small  ditch  to 
protect  them  from  eight  hundred  and  fifty  British  regulars!  while  the  forces 
of  Morgan  and  Patterson,  upwards  of  300  men,  or  as  now  stated,  near 
IGOO,  and  strongly  posted  behind  a  breast-work,  fled  from  their  entrench- 
ment nearly  as  soon  as  this  handful  i>/  Keiitucklans ;  who  had  marched  all 
night  tQ  ffet  to  the  place,  and  who  in  fa'^t  did  nearly  all  the  fighting  that  was 
done!!  Wiiat  inference,  I  ask,  could  thp  people  of  Kentucky  draw  from  this 
elalemeot  of  facts,  but  that  general  Jackson  had  either  been  grossly  deceiv- 
ed *iv  tlie  reports  of  viorgan  and  Patterson,  or  that  he  had  tacitly  assented^ 
to  fixing  the  whole  disgrace  of  the  retreat  on  (he  Kentiickians  1  Public 
sentiment  was  again  suspended  between  these  two  opinions,  until  the  cor- 
respondence between  generals  Adair  and  Jackson  was  laid  before  them — 
nod  how  greatly  again  were  they  disappointed,  in  finding  general  Jackson 
pertinaciously  adhering  to  his  first  statements,  after  the  whole  affair  had 
b?en  fully  investigated  and  explained.  By  way  of  justifying  hisstatement, 
that  it  was  a  strong  detachment,  he  says,  that  he  had  ordered  four  hvndred 
men  to  reinforce  Morgan  ;  and  therefore  seems  to  draw  the  inference,  that 
as  such  was  his  orders,  and  he  was  not  informed  of  their  inexecution  previ- 
ous to  his  report  of  the  O'h  January,  he  ought  not  to  notice  and  acknowl- 
edge the  actual  mailer o( fad ,  that  there  were  only  about  two  hundredmfn, 
who  could  get  any  kind  of  anna  and  repair  to  thescene  of  action  ;  and  tliat 
he  was  still  bound  to  beliere  Morgan  and  Patterson,  who  bad  the  right  as 


57 

commanders  to  report  ofiicially  the  conduct  of  this  strong  detachment,  who 
though  ihey  did  not  fight  to  desperation,  did  more  of  it  than  the  other 
troops,  who  were  supposed  by  Mor^^n  himsplf  not  to  be  "good  pluck.' 
But  let  me  again  ask  general  Jackson,  why  lie  was  bound  to  believe  Mor- 
gan, on  one  side  of  the  river,  and  on  the  other  was  not  bound  to  credit  gen- 
eral Adair,  the  adjutant  geiK^ral  of  the  Kentucky  troops,  as  to  the  niiinhcr  of 
his  men  in  the  battle,  whose  duty  and  province  it  was  to  ascer'ain  and  re- 
port their  numbers  ?  These  facts,  long  before  general  Adair  returned  home, 
conrinced  the  people  of  Kentucky,  that  general  Jackson  must  tiave  labored 
nnderstrpng  and  unaccountable  prejudices  against  (heir  troops,  or  that  he 
wotjld  not  acknowledge  an  error  upon  the  plainest  evidence  ;  and  these  con- 
victions seem  to  be  extending  wider  and  gaining  greater  strenglli,  in  pro* 
portfon  as  the  general  makes  known  his  sentiments.  It  is  true,  that  gener- 
al Jackson  in  his  order  discharging  his  troops,  treats  them  all  alike  ;  yet,  it 
lias  been  often  remarked  in  Kentucky,  that  in  thegeneral  orders,  addressed 
to  the  troops  after  tlie  battle,  general  Adair  was  the  i;nly  individual  noticed 
iVom  Kentucky  ;  and  even  the  compliment  to  him  [that  troopa  would  nlwayx 
he  brave  V)hen  their  leaders  were  so]  was  indirectly  a  sarcasm  on  the  Kentnck- 
ians  for  the  inglorious  fiight  of  the  strong  detachment.  No  notice  was  taken 
of  the  only  Kentucky  colonel  in  the  battle  on  the  cast  bank,  though  it  i«i  ac- 
knowledged by  all.  that  colonel  Slaughter  distinguished  himself  as  much  as 
any  officer  on  the  lines  by  his  coolness  and  bravery — yet  when  the  other 
troops  were  named,  colonels,  majors,  and  captains  were  brought  forward, 
whoso  conduct  did  not  deserve  it  more  than  the  officers  of  the  Kentucky  de- 
tachment. This  neglect;  however,  as  it  is  well  knowTj  that  a  general  cannot 
name  every  person,  has  been  passed  over  ;  but  I  can  assure  general  Jack- 
son, that  the  transactions  at  that  time  made  a  deep  impression  on  the  minds 
of  the  people  of  Kentucky :  and  although  they  never  ceased  to  extol  his 
military  talents,  they  could  not  get  clear  of  the  idea  that  their  troops  and  of- 
ficers were  treated  with  marked  neglect.  In  this  state  of  public  feeling, 
the  opinio/i  of  the  court  of  inquiry  was  again  published,  with  a  justification 
at  the  end  of  it,  which  w^as  ascribed  to  general  Jackson.  This  again  recon- 
ciled the  friends  of  the  accused  troops  to  the  general  ;  and  it  was  thought  he 
had  at  last  got  clear  of  his  prejudices,  and  that  the  facts  which  had  been 
laid  before  him  by  general  Adair,  had  led  to  this  result.  Hence  the  histori- 
an conceived  himself  justified  in  saying,  that  general  Jackson  had  given  a^ 
dry,  reluctant  sentence  of  justification.  Although  this  expression  did  imply 
some  irnpropriety  in  the  conduct  of  Jackson,  yet  it  was  impossible  that  a 
just  and  impartial  historian,  with  a  knowledge  of  ail  the  previous  circumstan- 
ces, could  mention  the  result  in  milder  terms.  However  satisfactory  such  a 
justificatory  remark  would  have  been  in  relation  to  the  troopa,  it  was  not 
without  alloy  in  relation  to  the  general  who  was  supposed  to  have  made  it : 
the  previous  correspondence  with  Adair  proved,  that  if  it  came  from  Jack- 
son, he  gave  it  with  dry  reluctance  at  least.  Other  commanders  in  the  late 
war  have  thought  it  their  duty  to  correct  errors  much  more  inconsiderable, 
which  were  committed  in  tlieir  first  hasty  reports  after  a  battle,  without' 
wailing  the  result  of  a  court  of  inquiry,  and  the  subsequent  solicitations  of 
those  who  were  interested.  The  ingenuous  magnanimity  of  a  brave  soldier 
has  often  seized  with  delight  the  earliest  opportunity  to  correct  any  injustice 
which  he  had  unintentionally  committed.  If  such  was  not  the  course  of 
general  Jackson  ;  if  the  unjust  representations  of  his  first  report  were  cor- 
rected with  reluctance,  or  not  at  all,  the  impartial  historian  was  bound  to 
write  it  so. 

In  giving  this  statement  of  facts,  respecting  the  remark  in  the  History, 
which  was  so  offensive  to  general  Jackson,  the  author  will  not  conceal  that 
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he  bad  some  doubts  as  to  the  justification  bein^  tbe  genuine  production  oi 
the  s^eoeral :  >>it  i>e  had  no  otter  srruunds  fur  thPtn  (ban  the  opinioo  he  bad 
forraed  as  to  lof  ge  )»ral'8  te.nper  and  disposition.  1  oe  origioa!  manu- 
script <if  the  History  was  irrit'eo  from  t  ,e  opinion  of  the  court  of  inquiry 
and  t lie  corre-'yonieuce  Mel  weeo  genera's  Jatks  m  and  Adair;  and  in  that 
state  It  '.7ris  ol^ced  in  tlie  hands  ut  Josepu  Buchanan,  Esq.  for  publication, 
who  vpas  s-uliiorised  to  make  corrections  from  any  offinia)  docnmentsand  au- 
thentic inforinatioo  wnicb  liad  come  to  bis  knowledge.  Being  convinced 
tbat  the  jiislificatory  reinark  was  genuine,  as  it  had  passed  18  months  un- 
cojtra dieted  as  tbe  producuon  of  general  Jackson,  tbe  History  was  made 
to  correspond  with  thai  supposed  fact  and  its  circumstances.  General  A- 
dair's  name  was  used  oniy  in  relation  to  bis  having  pressed  the  subject  upon 
genera'  Jackson:  an'l  it  was  beiiered  that  the  remark  had  been  added  by 
the  Utter  as  an  evidence  of  uis  conviction  on  tbe  subject.  Believing  the 
paragrapii  in  question  contained  the  truth  of  tbe  rase,  and  that  >he  bisloriaa 
wa«  jusn'fi'^ii  "a  usiug  the  expression,  it  was  thought  to  be  unnecessary  after 
tbe  history  went  to  press,  to  notice  'he  &ui  ject  farther. 

The  author  has  now  candidly  given  a  full  exposition  of  the  whole  case, 
aod  he  trusts  that  Geo.  Jackson  will  at  lea^t  be  convinced  that  he  has  writ- 
ten with  honesty  of  intention;  and  that  malignity  of  heart,  or  any  combina- 
tion to  misrepresent,  will  not  again  be  imputed  to  any  person  concerned  m 
vindicating  the  character  of  the  Kentucky  troops. 

Gen.  Jackson  is  informed,  that  the  people  of  this  state  never  claimed  for 
Gen.  Adair  and  their'  troops,  superior  or  exclusive  prowess — they  have  al- 
ways been  proud  to  confer  due  honors  on  the  commanding  General  at  Or- 
leans, and  to  extol  the  valor  of  the  patriots  of  Tennessee.  But  they  never 
have,  nor  ever  will  yi%ld,  that  their  officers  and  troops  did  not  deserve  equal 
honors,  according  to  their  respective  ranks  and  opportunities  in  that  spleo* 
did  campaign. 

General  Jackson  will  always  have  justice  done  to  bis  merits,  by  (be  his- 
torian and  tbe  people  of  Kentucky,  however  unjust  be  may  have  been  to 
them;  but  be  must  know  that  truth  cannot  be  turned  into  falsehood,  and  the 
Kenluckiaos  disgraced  ^y  his  fiat,  because  170  or  200  men  were  not  able, 
unsupported^  to  fight  850  Wellington  Invincibles — nor  shall  our  troops  be 
calumniated  with  itnpuoity  by  men,  "who  ought  to  have  fought  with  them, 
but  did  not." 

Jw7ie  27th,  1817.  ROBERT  B.  M'AFEE. 

N.  B.  The  author  has  been  apprised,  by  a  note  inserted  at  the  end  of  the 
volume  by  the  publishers,  that  exceptions  have  been  made  to  the  History  by 
General  Winchester.  He  recognizes  in  that  short  paragraph,  a  character 
who  commands  our  attachment  and  respect,  as  a  gentleman  and  a  patriot, 
while  a  sense  of  jusiice  impels  us  to  deny  his  pretensions  to  generalship. 
General  Wiochesier  is  assured  that  he  was  entirely  correct  in-presuming, 
that  the  HistTy  was  written  according  to  the  best  information  which  the 
historian  co'sld  obtain:  and  that  no  disposition  existed  to  do  him  injustice. 
Any  autlieot'c  information  which  may  hereafter  be  obtained  in  relation  to 
him,  shall  beduu  Qoticed  if  the  History  should  go  into  a  second  edition. 

R.  B.  M. 

OFFICIAL  LETTER. 

Copy  of  a  tetter  from  Mijnr  Gen.  Jackson,  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  dated 
Camp,  4  miles  below  Orleans,  Sth  Jan.  1815. 
Sir — During  the  days  of  the  6th  and  7th,  the  enemy   had  been  actively 
employed  in  making  preparations  for  an  attack  on  my  lines.     With  infinite 
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labor  diey  had  succeeded  on  the  night  of  the  7th,  io  getting  their  boat* 
across  from  the  lalie  tu  the  river,  by  widening  and  deepeoing  tlie  cza^l  ou 
which  they  had  efi*ecled  tbeir  disemtiarkation.  1-t  had  oot  oeeo  in  my  p-jw- 
er  to  impede  th'ise  operations  'ly  a  general  attack  :  added  to  other  reaooos, 
the  nature  of  the  troopsuoder  my  oomoiaod,  mostly  militia,  rendered  it  too 
hazardous  to  attempt  extensive  offensive  movements  in  an  open  country, 
against  a  numerous  and  well  disciplined  army.  Altbnugh  my  forces  as  to 
number,  had  been  increased  by  the  arrival  of  the  Kentucky  division,  my 
strength  had  received  very  little  addition;  a  small  portion  only  of  that  de- 
tachment being  provided  with  arms.  Compelled  thus  to  wail  the  attack  of 
the  enemy,  I  took  <^very  measure  to  repel  it  when  it  should  he  made,  and 
to  defeat  the  object  he  had  Jn  view.  Greneral  Morgan,  with  the  New  Or- 
leans contingent,  the  Louisiana  militia,  AND  A  STRONG  DETACH- 
MENT OF  THE  KENTUCKY  TROOPS,  occupied  an  entrenched 
camp  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  river,  protected  by  strong  i)atterie8  on  the 
bank,  erected  and  superintended  by  commodore  Patierson. 

In  my  encampment  every  thing  was  ready  for  action,  when,  early  ootbe 
morning  of  the  Sih.  the  enemy  after  throwing  a  heavy  shower  of  bombs  and 
cougreve  rockets,  advanced  their  columns  on  my  right  and  left,  to  stornn 
my  eolrni^cti'nents.  [  caunot  speik  sufficiently  io  praise  of  the  firmness 
and  deliberation  with  wUich  my  whole  line  received  their  approach — more 
could  not  have  been  expected  from  veterans  inured  to  war.  For  an  hour 
the  fire  of  the  small  arms  was  as  incessant  and  severe  as  can  be  imagined. 
The  artillery  too,  directed  by  officers  who  displayed  equal  skill  and  courage, 
did  great  execution.  Yet  the  columns  of  the  enemy  continued  to  advance 
with  a  firmness  which  reflects  upon  them  the  greatest  credit.  Twice  the 
colun^n  which  approached  me  on  my  left,  w^s  repulsed  by  the  troops  of 
General  Carroll,  those  of  General  Coffee,  and  a  division  of  the  Kentucky 
militia,  and  twice  they  formed  again  ^nd  renewed  the  assault.  At  length, 
however,  cut  to  pieces,  they  fied  io  confusion  from  the  field,  leaving  it  cov- 
ered with  their  dead  and  wounded.  The  loss  which  the  enemy  sustained  oa 
this  occasion,  cannot  be  estimated  at  less  than  1500  in  killed,  wounded  and 
prisoners.  Upwards  of  300  have  ajready  been  delivered  over  for  burial— 
and  my  men  are  still  engaged  in  picking  them  up  within  my  lines  and  car- 
rying them  to  the  point  where  the  enemv  are  to  receive  them-  This  is  in 
addition  to  the  dead  and  wounded  whom  the  eoetpy  have  been  enabled  to 
carry  from  the  field,  during  and  since  the  action,  and  to  those  who  have  since 
died  of  the  wounds  they  received.  We  have  taken  about  500  prisoners,  up- 
wards of  300  of  whom  are  wounded  and  a  great  part  of  them  mortally.  My 
loss  has  not  exceeded,  and  I  believe  has  not  amounted  to  ten  killed  and  as 
many  wounded.  The  entire  destruction  of  the  enemy's  army  was  now  ine- 
vitable, had  it  not  been  for  an  unfortunate  occurrence,  which  at  this  mo- 
ment took  place  on  the  other  side  of  the  river.  Simultaneously  with  bis 
advance,  upon  my  lines,  be  had  thrown  over  in  his  boats  a  considerable 
force  to  the  other  side  of  the  river.  These  having  landed,  were  hardy 
enough  to  advance  against  the  works  of  Gen.  Morgan;  and  what  is  strange 
and  difficult  to  account  for  ^  at  the  very  moment  take  i  their  entire  discomfiture 
toas  looked  for  with  a  confidence  approaching  to  certainty^  THE  KEN- 
TUCKY REINFORCEMENrS  INGLORIOUSLY  FLED,  dratoing 
after  them,  by  the' r  example,  the  remainder  of  their  forces ;  and  thus  yield- 
ing to  the  enemy  that  most  fortunate  position.  The  batteries  which  had 
rendered  me,  for  many  days,  the  most  important  service,  though  bravely 
defended,  were  of  course  now  abandoned,  not  however,  until  the  guos  had 
been  spiked. 
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'l'l)is  imfnrtiinate  route,  had  lotallj  changed  the  aspect  of  affairs.  Xhe 
enemy  oow  occupied  .a  position,  from  which  thfiy  might  aoooy  us  without 
hazard,  and  by  means  of  which  they  might  have  been  enabled  to  defeat,  iu 
a  great  measure,  the  effects  of  our  success  on  this  side  the  river.  It  be- 
came therefore  an  object  of  the  first  consequence  to  dislodge  him  as  soon 
as  possible.  For  this  objecl,  ail  the  means  in  my  power  which  I  could  with 
any  safely  use,  were  immediately  put  in  preparation.  Perhaps,  however, 
it  was  somewhat  owing  to  another  cause  that  1  succeeded  beyond  my  ex- 
pectations. In  negociatiog  the  terms  of  a  temporary  suspension  of  hostili- 
ties to  enable  the  enemy  to  bur^  their  dead  and  provide  for  their  wounded, 
J  had  required  certain  proposilioiis  to  be  acceded  to  as  a  basis  ;  amono- 
Wiiich  this  was  one:  that  although  hostilities  should  cease  on  this  side  the 
river  until  12  o'clock  of  this  day,  yet  it  was  no'  to  be  understood  that  they 
should  cease  on  the  other  side — but  that  no  reinforcements  should  be  sent 
across  by  either  army  until  the  expiration  of  that  day.  His  excellency  Ma- 
jor General  Lambert,  i.'egged  time  to  consider  of  those  propositions  until  10 
o'clock  of  today,  and  iu  the  mean  time  re-crossed  his  troops.  I  need  not 
tell  you  with  how  much  eagerness  I  immediately  regaiocd  possession  of  ^he 
posiiion  he  had  thus  hastily  quitted. 

The  enemy  having  concentrated  his  .'brces,  may  again  attempt  to  drive 
nie  from  my  position  by  storni.  Whenever  he  dofs,  I  have  no  doubt  my 
men  will  act  with  their  usual  firraness,  and  sustain  "character  now  become 
dear  to  them. 

1  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

ANDREW  JACKSON,  MaJ.  Geu.  Com'g. 


LEGISLATIVE  PROCEEDINGS. 

The  following  proceedings  of  the  liCgislature  of  Kentucky  will  shew, 
that  that  body  considered  the  "  imputation  of  coioardice ,"  cast  upon  the 
Kentuckians  by  General  Jackson  at  New  Orleans,  as  still  resling  upoji 
lliem  and  never  removed — although  General  Adair  made  great  exertions  to 
effect  a  withdrawal  of  it. 

Extract  from  the  Journal  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  of  the  session 
of  1815-16,  page  258  and  pages  303-4. 

"H.  R.— SATURD.Ar,  Feb.  3,  1816. 
"  Mr  ROWAN  read  and  laid  on  the  table  the  following  resolution : 
"  Resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the  Stale  of  Kentucky,  That  when  a  man 
preeminently  gitted  by  nature,  and  improved  by  education,  shall  be  found 
devoting  his  time  and  his  talents  to  the  assertion  and  maintainance  of  his 
country's  dearest  rights,  and  the  prom.otion  of  her  best  interests,  he  is  en- 
titled at  least,  to  the  expression  of  her  approbation  and  gratitude.  Such  a 
man  in  relation  to  our  country  and  stale,  is  General  John  Adair.  His 
early  display  of  heroism  in  the  Revolutionary  War,  the  skill  and  valor  dis- 
played by  him  since  in  our  war  with  the  Northern  Indians;  the  still  later  dis- 
plays of  valor  and  patriotism,  made  iu  his  advanced  age  in  character  of  first 
aid  to  the  Hero  of  King's  Mountain,  the  venerable  Shelby,  in  the  norlhera 
campain  and  victory  on  the  Thames,  are  passed  over  by  this  legislature, 
not  asunworthy  of  regard  or  as  matter  of  small  consideration:  but  that  they 
may  hasten  to  notice  and  acknowledge  the  importance  and  splendor  of  his 
services  at  Orleans,  on  the  ever  memorable  8lh  of  January,  1815.  His 
conduct  on  that  occasion  has  his  country's  entire  approbation — it  has  more, 
it  has  her  admiration.  His  subsequent  conduct  in  vindicating  a  respecta- 
ble portion  of  our  countrymen  from  the  i4/m/>pj-apj-ia/e  imputation  of  cowar- 
dice, accidenlally  it  is  hoped,  but  certainly  most  %(.ujustly  thrown  upon 
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^bern,  lias  both  ia  macter  and  maDncr,  tbe  profoitud  approbalioD,  gratitude, 
and  thaaksofliis  coimtry  aodoflhia  legislature. 

''Resolved,  That  our  venerable  Cbief,  Isaac  Sbelby,  withAvbosc  charac- 
ter lite  attributes  of  patriotism  and  valor  are  identified,  is  hereby  respect- 
fully requested  to  traneinit  to  General  John  Auaik,  a  copy  of  this  resolu- 
tion, and  that  the  original  be  placed  oo  the  files  of  Slate  as  a  perpetual  me- 
mento of  his  country's  respect  and  gratitude. 

Saturday,   I'eb.   10. 

"  The  House  took  up  a  resolution  relative  to  Gen.  Adair,  whicli  being 
twice  read  ^nd  amended,  by  striking  out  the  whole  of  the  said  resolution, 
after  the  word  'that,'  when  it  first  occurs,  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof,  the 
following,  viz  : 

^'■ResnlvP.d  by  the  Legislature  oj  the  Slate  of  Kentucky,  That  Gen.  John 
Adaih,  fornis  conHiict  in  the  late  campaign  at  New  Orleans,  to  whom,  hy 
the  indii^f  usition  of  the  commandant  of  the  Keniocky  detached  militia,  the 
comrnand  was  assigned,  and  for  his  singular  gallantry  on  the  memorable 
8tb  of  January,  11)13,  aad  more  particularly  Jor  the  deep  interest  which  he 
took  in  vindicating'  a  respectaOle  portion  of  the  troops  nf  Kentucky,  from  the 
unappropriata  imputalioit  OF  COWARDICE  [accidentally  it  is  hoped,  but 
cntainly  most  [fjYJUSTLV  TflROlFJSr  UPOJST  THEM.)  is  entitled  to 
tbe  higi.est  approhalioi)  and  thanks  of  his  country,  and  this  Legislature." 

*'  II  was  unanim'iusly  concurred  in  " 

Extract  from  the  Journals  of  the  House  of  Represeotatives  of  tbe  session 
of  1817-18— page  139;       . 

•'Thursday,  January  8,  1818. 

"Mr  Underwood  moved  tbe  following  resolution  : 

♦»  Resolved  by  tiie  Legislature  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Ke)Uucky,  That  Lis 
Excellency  the  Acting  Governor  be  and  he  is  hereby  requested  to  procure 
the  Artillery  Company  of  Frankfort,  to  fire  a  Federal  Salute  on  this  day, 
in  commemoration  of  tbe  Victory  at  New  Orleans,  on  the  8th  of  January, 
1815. 

"  Jn  expressing  our  wishes  in  tbe  above  resolution,  to  commemorate  the 
8tb  of  January,  1815,  this  House  feel  at  this  time  an  additional  degree  of 
regard  for  those  Sons  of  Kentucky,  who  nobly  exerted  themselves  for  their 
country  on  that  occasion,  and  WHOSE  CONDUCT  HAS  BEEN  DE- 
FENDED FROM  CALUMNY,  by  the  patriotic  zeal  of  General  John 
Adair,  an  officer  whose  many  and  conspicuous  military  services,  a^e  ac- 
knowledged with  gratitude  by  this  body. 

"  Which  being  twice  read,  was  amended  by  expunging  tbe  word  '  calum- 
ny,' and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof,  the  words  "  the  unmerited  imputation  rf 
cou)ardice." 

"Mr  Bibb  then  moved  to  amend  tbe  said  resolution,  by  expunging  tlie 
words  printed  in  italics,  viz.  "  whose  conduct  has  been  defended  from  tho 
unmerited  imputation  of  Cowardice." 

"  And  the  question  being  taken  thereon,  it  was  decided  in  tbe  negative. 
The  yeas  and  nays  being  required  thereon  by  Messrs  Underwood  and  Lo- 
gan, were  as  follows  ^ 

YEAS — Messrs  Barbour,  Bates,  Baylor,  Bibb,  Butler,  Cotton,  Dawson, 
Donaldson,  Fleming,  Fletcher,  Flickman,  J.  Huntei,  C.Johnson,  J.  T. 
Johnson,  Lackey,  Lane,  Metcalf,  Mitchell,  Parker,  Reid,  Roberts, South, 
Shortridge,  Todd,  Turner,  G.  Wall,  Ward  and  White,  28. 

NAYS — Mr  Speaker,  Messrs  Anderson,  Barrett,  Barr,  Eayne,  Beall, 
Cassidy,  Chew,  Clark,  Cocke,  Coffee,  Cunningham,  Dupu>,  Duncan,  De- 
lanej,  J.  Emm«rson,  W.  Eaimerson,  Gholson,  Givens,  Glenn,  Haynesr 
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ISopson,  W.  S.  Hnnter,  Jamesoo,  Knight,  Letcher,  Logman,  Marshall,  Mer- 
cer, O'Bannon,  Parsons,  Pattoa,  Payne,  Joon  Porter,  Jos.  Porter,  Robin- 
son, ROWAN,  Sanford,  Shacklelt,  Shackleford,  Sharpe,  Spillman.  Smith, 
Thompson,  TribbJe,  Underwood,  C.  Walker,  W.  K.  Wall,  Weir  and 
Woods,  52,  *  - 

"  Mr  Reid,  then  moved  to  strike  out  the  whole  of  the  resolotion,  after 
£he  word  "  occasion/'  being  these  words  :  "  And  whose  conduct  has  been 
defended  from  the  unmerited  imputation  of  Cowardice,  by  the  patriotic  zeal 
of  Gen.  John  Adair,  an  officer  whose  many  and  conspicuous  military  servi- 
ces, are  acknowledged  with  gratitude  by  this  body" — which  was  negatived. 

"  The  question  w>.s  then  taken  an  the  first  branch  of  the  resolution,  wbicb 
carried  with  but  three  dissenting  voices — Messrs  Barr,  Fleming  and  Hick- 
map. 

"The  second  branch  was  adopted  by  the  following  vote.  It  begins  as  fol- 
io ws  : — "In  expressing  our  wishes  in  the  above  resolution,  to  commemorate 
the  8th  of  Janunrj,  1815,  this  house  feel  an  additional  degree  of  regard  for 
Shose  Sons  of  Kentucky,  &c.  &c." 

YEAS — Mr  Speaker,  Messrs  Anderson,  Barrett,  Bates,  Bayne,  Beall, 
Cassidy,  Chew,  Ciark,  Cocke,  Coffey,  Cotton.  Cunningham,  Dawson,  Dii- 
p»y,  Delaney,  Dimcao,  J.  Enomerson,  W.  Einmerson,  Fletcher,  Gholson, 
Givens,  Glenn,  Haynes,  Hopson,  J.  Hunter,  Jewell,  C.Johnson,  Knight, 
luetcher,  Logan,  Marshall,  Mercer,  O'Bannon,  Parsons,  Patton,  Payoe, 
^.obn  Porter,  Jos.  Porter,  Reeves,  Robinson,  ROWAN,  Sanford,  Shack- 
^ett,  Siiacklcford,  Sharpe,  Spillman,  South,  Smith,  Thompson,  Tribble, 
Turner,  Underwood,  M.  Wickliffe,  C.  Walker,  Weir  and  Woods,  67. 

NAYS — Messrs  Barbour,  Barr,  Baylor,  Bibb,  Butler,  Donaldson,  Flem- 
ing, Hickman,  W.  S.  Hunter,  J.  T.  Johnson,  Lane,  Metcalf,  Mitchell, 
IP^rker,  Reid,  Todd,  W.  Walkp,  W.  Wall,  S.  Wall,  Ward  &  White,  21." 

Extract  from  the  proceedings  of  the  legislature  of  Kentucky  at  the  ses- 
sion of  1823-4. 

H.  R.— Wednesday,   Jan.  7,  1824. 

"  Mr  ROWAN  offered  the  following  resolutions,  which  were  adopted  by 
a  large  majority:  • 

Resolved,  That  this  house,  composed  of  the  immediate  representatives  of 
uhe  people,  cannot  close  its  session  without  bidding  an  affectionate  fare- 
well to  the  venerable  aud  patriotic  Chief  iNlagistrate  of  this  commonwealth 
C3-efl.  JOHN  ADAIR.  The  restraint  imposed  by  the  constitution  upon 
Ihe  affection  and  confidence  of  his  fellow  citizens,  combined  with  hia  ad- 
y^nced  age,  renders  it  impossible,  that  they  will  ever  again  be  re-associa- 
.ced  with  him  in  their  relative  representative  capacities,  in  labors  for  the 
com:T)oo  good.  The  constitution  constrains  him  to  retire  from  the  execu- 
Sive  chair,  when  the  term  for  which  he  waselected  shall  have  expired.  But 
tm  will  retire  with  the  proud  consciousness  of  having  devoted  his  distin- 
guished talents  and  strenuous  exertions  to  the  good  of  mankind  and  of  his 
'ixjuutry,  thruufi^hout  a  loog  life!  That  country  will  long  remember,  with 
s«C5atioas  of  affectionate  gratitude,  his  devotion  to  the  cause  of  liberty  in 
(the  field  and  in  the  cabinel.  His  military  services  and  sufferings,  in  hia 
^'titlifiil  life  louring  the  war  of  the  revolution;  his  voluntary  services  at  the 
£»ead  of  the  Kentucky  militia,  atmaturer  age,  during  the  ladiaa  war;  and 
fets  lii&ting^djshed services  at  a  more  advanced  age,  during  the  late  war,  will 
ianx,  conlioao  grwen  on  the  marrjory  of  his  grateful  country.  He  canoot 
i'silto  reaiain  iileatilied  in  the  memory  of  his  country,  with  the  victory  on 
the  ThaiTiJs,  arrJ  the  still  more  splendid  victory  on  the  plains  of  New  Or- 
!fci-)s,  wherg  lie  coirinnarided  the  Kentucky  militia,  on  the  ever  aaemorable 
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F/igbt?»  df  January — nor  can  fii§  vindication  of  that  small  portioji  of  IheJtiiUr- 
lia  whicn  wu»  engaged  on  tke  opposite  side  of  the  Mississippi,  on  that  day. 
frr.n  '.h'  uiiipiir.ipriate  imputation  of  llAFIJ^G  I. \ GLORIOUSLY 
FLED,  ever  be  forgotten  by  thepe->ple  of  Kentucky ,  while  they  cherish  those 
spiitun,'  its  of  chivalric  pride,  which  have  hitherto  characterized  them.  T  Le 
aid  wuicii  bis  coinpalriots  derived  from  the  exertious  of  his  luminous  aod 
eo'-ichel  miud,  in  'Jie  formaiioaof  the  constiuitiori  and  code  of  their  com- 
mon Ci'  iiDtry,  cannot  be  readily  forgotten.  His  dignified  and  equable  ad- 
mir.'siiation  of  th«  governmeot,  a«  its  Chief  Magistrate,  commands  the  ap- 
prc  )aliou  of  t)jb  coiiDtrymen  The  vigilance  vi'ith  which  he  has  discharged 
the  duties  of  tliai  highly  important  station,  whether  regard  be  had  to  hi« 
comiminications  to  me  legislature,  in  reratioo  to  the  great  a'nd  essential 
rights  of  ibe  state,  or  to  his  miuor  official  agencies,  entitle  him  to  ibe  ap- 
proving respect  of  his  countrymen.  With  the  expression  of  the  wish,  that 
the  hand  of  a  kind  providnnce  may  smooth  the  slope  of  the  rernoant  of  bi« 
da^s.  and  that  he  may  enjoy  the  consolations  which  the  retrospect  of  his 
dis^i'iguislied  public  fervicps,  associated  with  the  plaudits  of  his  country- 
meu,  cannot  fail  to  atford  him,  they  l)id  him  an  affectionate  adieu." 

LOUISIANA  LEGISLATURE  IN  1815. 
The  legislature  of  tni .  state  were  so  much  displeased*  with  Gen.  Jack- 
son's cor'^'uc .  i;i  traui-liug  under  foot  the  writ  of  Habeas  Corpus^  the  im- 
piisonmeai  cf.iidge  Hail  and  of  Mr  Louallier,  a  member  of  the  Lfgisla- 
tu'-e;  "he  Utter  for  exatclsiug  a  rig'n  gnarranteed  to  the  freedom  of  th* 
press;  the  iiioigoily  aid  dls;e  tipct  with  which  be  treated  G<  v.  Claiborne, 
the  ;.atriotie  CLie'"' M.  «isirate  of  the  sta'e  ;  tliat  they  refused  to  vote  bins 
tbe  I'j'-K.k  of  till.  Slate.  I  be  follLwing  is  the  resolution  which  was  passed* 
compi'insituog  tlie  ni..«>r  vjrt.ier  >H  : 

''  Hesolvfd  ^y  llie  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  theSlateof 
LouisianH.  iu  c'ea<»rai  asseintiiv  couveued,  'I'hat  the  thanks  of  the  general 
assembly  si. all  •  e  presented  in  Im  .  naice  of  the  Slate,  to  our  brave  brother 
soldiers  from  Temiesste  Ke's-ncky,  and  the  Mississippi  Territory,  aod 
tbeir  gallant  leaders.  Giuei;:ls  Th onias  Carroll,  Coffee  and  Adair,  and 
colonel  Hinds,  for  the  brilliant  share  fney  nave  had  in  the.  defence  of  tbi*^ 
country,  and  the  happy  harmony  tt^ey  Lave  maintained  with  the  inhabitants 
and  militia  of  the  Stable. 

MAGLOIRE  GUICHARD, 
Speaker  of  Ihf  H    use  of  Reprfs-enlative?, 
FULWAR  SHlPWiTH, 
Approved,  Februarys,  1815.  President  of  the  Senate 

(Signed)         W.  C.  C.  CL^TBORNE, 

Guveruor  of  the  Stale  of  liouisiana." 

KENTUCKY    &ENTIv?£NT. 

At  the  close  of  the  late  war  when  Gen  AD.\  Hi  returned  to  KeDtuckjj. 
from  the  expfidilion  to  New  Oi  leans,  a  public  dm^er  was  given  to  him  at 
Frankfcrf ,  in  the  month  ol  June.  U!i5.  'I  he  vpi.'  fa'ile  Sh£i.by,  then  Go- 
vernor of  Kentucky,,  was  an  iDHt<=c'  Guest,   ami  attended  tlie  dinner. 

Tbe  following  compnzi  d  fneut  tie  reg-ul»r  "oasts  uiauk  on  that  occaaionr 
•' Gen.   John    Adair — The  C?milj;s    tt    Ktniutky     Our   disiir.gnistied 
Guest:  in  the  hour  of. peril   his  Co-'otry''!   Siiflil — in  the  dav  of  SLAN- 
DER, AN  advocate  for  tue  SOLDlEei'y  HONOR!!"    . 
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